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How the Compact for America 

Threatens the Constitution 

by Joe Wolverton If, J.D. — The constitutional convention proposed 
by the Compact for America Initiative would pose an unacceptably 
high risk of damage to the Constitution. 
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REGULATORY STATE 


Danger: Federal “Regulatory Cliff” Ahead 
by William F. Jasper — The U.S. government says that in the last 90 
days, it instituted nearly 6,000 new rules, with loads more to come. 
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Bureaucrats “Giddy” 
With “Newly Minted Power” 


by William F Jasper — “Power corrupts” is an axiom that is 

reinforced again and again as the federal government grows. 
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The Rise of the Administrative State 

by William F Jasper — The alphabet soup of federal regulatory 


agencies exercising unconstitutional power was modeled after plans THE (II) (IRE: 
by Mussolini and Stalin. AMO 
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Judge Finds Two Presidents Guilty 
by Jack Kenny — Theodore Roosevelt and Woodrow Wilson led the 
charge in undermining the Constitution. 
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Robert R. McCormick 
by Warren Mass — The head of one of Chicago’s largest 
newspapers counselled against supersized, warmongering 


government. 
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The Anti-Federalist Papers 


A look at the clashes and compromises that gave birth to our form 
of government. (2003ed, 406pp, pb, $7.99) BKAFP 


The Federalist Papers 
A brilliant defense of the Constitution of the United States by 
Alexander Hamilton, James Madison, and John Jay. (1999ed, 606pp, 
pb, $6.99) BKFP 


Colonial Origins of the American Constitution 
“Local government in colonial America was the seedbed of 
American constitutionalism? So begins the introductory essay to 
this landmark collection of 80 documents created by American 
colonists that are the genesis of American fundamental law and 
constitutionalism. (1998, 396pp, pb, $14.95) BKCOAC 


Miracle at Philadelphia 


Catherine Drinker Bowen rediscovers the timeless story of the 
Constitutional Convention of 1787. (1986ed,346pp, pb, $16.95) BKMP 


View of the Constitution of the United States 
Published in 1803 by a distinguished patriot and jurist, View of the 
Constitution of the United States represents the earliest extended 
commentary on the U.S. Constitution and Bill of Rights. Written 
from the perspective that the federal government is an agent of 
a sovereign people, St. George Tucker’s work continues to add to 
our understanding of the Founding Fathers’ original intentions. 
(1999ed, 478pp, pb, $14.95) BKVCUS 


Friends of the Constitution 
Consists of extended quotations from the essays, letters, and 
pamphlets of influential supporters of the proposed constitution 
under the three general headings of “The Necessity of Our Union,’ 
“Energetic but Limited Government,’ and “Popular Government 
and Civic Virtue.” (1998ed, 523pp, pb, $17.95) BKFC 


A More Perfect Union 
This motion picture does an admirable job of dramatizing the 
eyents of the Constitutional Convention of 1787. (2006, 120min, 
cased DVD, $19.95) DVDAMPU 
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Guns and Killing 


How can we prevent recurrence of citizen 
slaughter such as that at Sandy Hook E!I- 
ementary? We can’t. A mentally ill per- 
petrator could use any of many options 
for mass indiscriminate killing. In this 
instance firearms were used. 

Rapid fire, large-capacity firearms have 
been available since the early 1900s, but 
large-scale, indiscriminate killings were 
rare before the late 1960s/early 1970s. The 
young adults responsible for our killings 
missed the influence of McGuffey Read- 
ers, which taught lessons in morals as 
well as reading. Later generations were 
also denied any mention of God in class- 
rooms. Today, less than half of us attend 
church. Some churches seldom mention 
God, or teach the folly of sinful behavior. 

We are witnessing the result of exclud- 
ing Him from classrooms. It will not get 
better unless we rectify the situation. Con- 
gress can start the process by limiting the 
appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme 
Court as specified in Article 3, Section 2 of 
the Constitution. The question of allowing 
God in classrooms would then revert to the 
individual states. Residents who object to 
their state’s choice would be free to move 
to states that choose otherwise. 

AL KUCHINKA 
Fairborn, Ohio 


During the 20th century, from 1900 to 
1999, there were (get this) 262 million 
murders by governments, mostly the vic- 
tims’ own governments! 

So who do we have to fear most, a few 
crazed madmen who lose their minds and 
shoot up a school, a theater, or a mall, or 
our own government? 

It is clearly our own government and the 
real possibility that it could turn tyrannical 
at any time. This offers the greatest threat 
to our lives and our liberty, by far. 

If the government has assault rifles and 
high-capacity magazines, then we the 
citizens must be armed with assault rifles 
and high-capacity magazines as well. If 
we allow the administration to disarm us, 
even partially, then we become just as vul- 
nerable as the Germans, the Chinese, the 
Russians, the Cambodians, the Rwandans, 
the Congolese, or the Syrians, etc., to mass 
slaughter. 

Far-fetched? Hardly. The last century 
was supposedly one of the most civilized, 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


yet it happened anyway. There were more 

murders by governments than any other 

century in history, and many of them took 
place in relatively developed nations. 

CAPTAIN JIM GREEN 

Heber City, Utah 


Imagine the outcome if every citizen were 
armed. The global homicide rate is reck- 
oned to be 7.6 per 100,000 population. Re- 
gions such as Africa (17.0), Central Amer- 
ica (28.5), South America (20.0), and 
Russia (10.2) bring the statistics up. Did 
I mention that these regions are noted for 
imposing fairly severe gun control? The 
U.S. rate is 4.2. “Gun culture” environ- 
ments have even lower rates: Switzerland 
(0.7) and Israel (2.1). Every able-bodied 
Swiss male is required by law to possess 
and be proficient with a fully-automatic 
assault rifle, and sport shooting is a na- 
tional pastime. In Israel, the citizenry is 
highly alert to the need for instant personal 
protection against violent assault. 

The problem with mass civilian shoot- 
ings is that they occur in enforced “shoot- 
ing galleries” of unarmed citizens. Where 
the citizens are armed, these events are 
stopped almost immediately. This is 
borne out by John Lott’s statistical stud- 
ies, showing that murder rates are lower in 
those states that do not discourage private 
citizens from going armed. 

MICHAEL J. DUNN 
Federal Way, Washington 


Josef Stalin, the killer of tens of millions, 
once observed, “A single death is a trag- 
edy, a million deaths is a statistic.” In Con- 
necticut 20 children were killed on one 
day. Compare that with the deaths of inno- 
cent children who are killed by our drones, 
or those of the 3,000+ who are killed daily 
in the abortion mills across our land, or 
those of 500,000 Iraqi children who died 
of malnutrition during the Clinton-era em- 
bargo of their country. 
Should we not be addressing the whole- 
sale slaughter of all “Holy Innocents”? 
RUSSELL W. HAAS 
Golden, Colorado 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 


Gun-free anes icles “Magnets for Mass Shooters” 


reeed criminal 
penalties. 
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Gun-free zones are invitations to mass murder, gun-rights advo- 
cates argued after a lone gunman’s shooting rampage on Decem- 
ber 14 at the Sandy Hook Elementary School in Newtown, Con- 
necticut, left 20 children and six adults dead. John Lott, author of 
the controversial 1999 bestseller More Guns, Less Crime, noted 
in an interview with Newsmax.com December [5 that it is no co- 
incidence mass shootings with multiple victims occur repeatedly 
in designated gun-free zones such as schools, shopping malls, 
and movie theaters. 

“The problem is, whether it is the Portland [Oregon] shoot- 
ing earlier this week, or the Connecticut shooting Friday, or 


the Sikh temple attack in Wisconsin, time after time these at- 
tacks take place in the few areas within a state where permit- 
concealed handguns are banned,” Lott said. “It’s not just this 
year, it’s all these years in the past. And at some point people 
have to recognize that despite the obvious desire to make places 
safe by banning guns, it unintentionally has the opposite effect.” 

The effect, believes Lott, is to encourage a killer to believe it 
will be easier to commit the mayhem he has in mind in an envi- 
ronment where no one will be able to shoot back. 

In an opinion piece published December 14 on the USA Today 
website, University of Tennessee law professor Glenn Harlan 
Reynolds argued that the climate is more than fearful, it is deadly 
when people are denied the means to defend themselves and oth- 
ers against an armed attack. 

“Tf there’s someone present with a gun when a mass shooting 
begins, the shooter is likely to be shot himself,’ Reynolds wrote. 
“And, in fact, many mass shootings — from the high school 
shooting by Luke Woodham in Pearl, Miss., to the New Life 
Church shooting in Colorado Springs, Colo., where an armed 
volunteer shot the attacker — have been terminated when some- 
one retrieved a gun from a car or elsewhere and confronted the 
shooter.” 

“Given that gun-free zones seem to be a magnet for mass 
shooters, maybe we should be working to shrink or eliminate 
them, rather than expand them,” Reynolds wrote. “As they say, if 
it saves just one life, it’s worth it.” 


More of America’s National Debt Being Bought by Foreign Governments 


On December 17, the U.S. Treasury Department announced that 
China and Japan had increased their purchases of U.S. govern- 
ment securities. Foreign holdings rose to $5.5 trillion in October, 
or about one-third of the country’s $16 trillion national debt. The 
increased interest by foreign governments in purchasing U.S. 
government debt is welcome as the government’s deficits con- 
tinue growing at about $150 billion every month. 

Although China is often referred to as the primary financier of 
America’s continuing profligacy, that country’s total holdings, 
some $1.16 trillion, represents just a little over seven percent of 
the U.S. national debt. Japan comes in at second place, own- 
ing $1.13 trillion, with Brazil holding $255 billion. In contrast, 
two-thirds of the country’s national debt is owned by individual 
American investors and by the Social Security, civil service, and 
military pension plans. The balance of $1.6 trillion is owned by 
the Federal Reserve. 

How much longer can such profligacy with its resulting tril- 
lion-dollar annual deficits continue? Back in 1995, Harry Figgie 
wrote Bankruptcy 1995 and predicted financial collapse by the 
year 2000. 

That was 13 years ago, yet that “day of reckoning” hasn’t ar- 
rived, and there are several reasons why it may in fact be years away. 
For one thing, foreign investment will likely continue — where else 
would China and Japan invest their surpluses? With Germany and 


Japan in recession, and several eurozone countries struggling to stay 
afloat, options for “safe” places to invest are limited. 

Second, because at present the U.S. dollar is the world’s reserve 
currency, there continues to be a demand for dollars no matter what 
they might be worth. Since Saudi Arabia must deal in dollars when 
selling the West their oil, there is a floor under that demand. 

And then there’s the Federal Reserve offering itself as the lend- 
er of last resort, announcing last week that it will continue to buy 
at least half of the government’s deficit for the foreseeable future. 

Despite the cries that the end is near, it may not be. The cross- 
currents of forces demanding further deficit spending and those 
demanding fiscal sanity will likely put off that “day of reckoning” 
for some time, perhaps years into the future. That may indeed be 
enough time for the sensible rebuilding of the country’s fiscal 
integrity, in which case that day would happily never arrive. 
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Benghazi Report Ignores White House Lies and Gunrunning 


As analysts widely suspected prior to its release, the official 
report by the U.S. government’s Accountability Review Board 
about the attack on the U.S. compound in Benghazi, Libya, ig- 
nored the most explosive “BenghaziGate” scandals: the Obama 
administration’s lawless arming of jihadists in Libya and Syria, 
and the blatant falsehoods parroted by White House officials for 
days after the killing of U.S. Ambassador Christopher Stevens. 
Instead, the “investigation,” discussed by the State Department 
at a hearing before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee De- 
cember 20, focused on the obvious fact that security was inad- 
equate, and predictably, demanded more taxpayer money for the 
Department of State. 

Numerous experts, officials, and even lawmakers have sug- 
gested that the Obama administration was engaged in a ham- 
handed coverup surrounding the deadly attack in Benghazi since 
the news first broke. Unsurprisingly, however, the unclassified 
version of the congressionally mandated, State Department-run 
investigation — despite some relatively unimportant details 
about the event itself — offers few clues about the real scandals 
that continue to swirl around the president and his lawless activi- 
ties throughout Libya and the broader region. 

The inquiry, conducted by the so-called “Accountability Re- 
view Board,” is already being blasted by critics as a “whitewash” 
and a coverup. Even the pro-Obama establishment media has 
been offering some tepid criticism of the final report. 

Washington Post writer Jennifer Rubin, for example, wrote a 
piece December 19 entitled “The unaccountability review board,” 
blasting the investigation as essentially a farce aimed at ensuring 
that nobody in the upper echelons of the administration is held 
accountable. Noting that the report does say there were no pro- 


tests before the attack, Rubin slammed the “inquiry” for failing to 
explain why top Obama administration officials claimed publicly 
for so long that the deadly assault resulted from a demonstration 
against a crude YouTube film. 

Syndicated columnist and conservative author Diana West 
also slammed the blatant whitewash and the way in which it 
managed to avoid placing any responsibility on anyone in the 
administration. “The Benghazi Report is out and it’s official: 
President Obama, SecState Hillary Clinton, CIA Director Pe- 
traeus all had nothing to do with the US government response to 
the attack on the US mission in Benghazi,” she wrote December 
19. “The red flags didn’t go up over this so-called investigation 
for nothing. The White House isn’t just whitewashed in the re- 
port, it’s whited-out.” 
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Senate Foreign Relations Committee Chairman John Kerry (D-Mass.) at a 
December 20 hearing on the investigation into the Benghazi attack 


In U.K., Freedom of Speech and Press Hang in the Balance 


The United Kingdom has been viewed as a beacon for free ex- 
pression when compared to much of the rest of the world. Today, 
however, the right to freely express oneself in the U.K. is in- 
creasingly under threat, as exemplified by hundreds of bizarre 
prosecutions in recent years. The debate is heating up, though, as 
lawmakers consider reforms that would expand or quash liberty. 

In recent years, authorities have been fiendishly prosecuting 
individuals merely for what they say on social media services 
such as Twitter and Facebook. Using controversial laws purport- 
ing to criminalize “insulting” or “offensive” comments, for in- 
stance, prosecutors have brought to trial well over 1,000 cases 
each year since 2009. The numbers are steadily rising, too, ac- 
cording to data obtained by the Associated Press through freedom 
of information requests and reported by Fox News November 15, 
showing that 1,286 people were convicted last year merely for 
what they said in electronic communications. 

While free speech is supposed to be protected in the U.K., there 
are countless “exceptions” that could land somebody in jail mere- 
ly for what they say. On the list of verboten expression: speech 
that is abusive, insulting, distressing, indecent, likely to cause a 


breach of the peace, racist, meant to incite religious hatred, sedi- 
tious, obscene, defamatory, scandalous to a court by criticizing 
judges, and more. Also prohibited is possession of information 
that could be used by a terrorist or even imagining the death of 
the monarch. Libel laws in the U.K., meanwhile, are among the 
most restrictive in the world, which critics say seriously stifles 
freedom of speech and of the press. 

For free speech advocates in the U.K., however, there has been 
some good news. Among the most important developments is 
an increasingly popular campaign to stop the criminalization of 
“insulting words” by removing that clause from the “Public Order 
Act.” The effort has united homosexual activists, atheists, Chris- 
tian groups, comedians, and others who say the language has a 
chilling effect on freedom of speech. 

With the debate heating up in the U.K., free speech advo- 
cates worldwide hope the British people will lead the way to- 
ward greater liberty by standing up for freedom of expression. 
However, with the political class aiming to impose even more 
infringements on individuals and the press, the outcome of the 
battle remains far from certain. Mi 
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EXTENDED INSIDE TRACK 


NRA’s Response to Sandy 
Hook: Federally Funded 
Police in Schools 


One week after the shooting at Sandy Hook Elementary School in 
Newtown, Connecticut, the National Rifle Association broke its 
self-imposed silence to comment on the tragedy. “Out of respect 
for those grieving families, and until the facts are known, the 
NRA has refrained from comment,’ NRA Executive Vice Presi- 
dent Wayne LaPierre explained in his December 21 press confer- 
ence. “While some have tried to exploit tragedy for political gain, 
we have remained respectfully silent.” Until now. 

In his remarks, LaPierre took aim at the deadly consequences 
of making schools gun-free zones: 


Politicians pass laws for Gun-Free School Zones. They issue 
press releases bragging about them. They post signs adver- 
tising them. 

And in so doing, they tell every insane killer in America 
that schools are their safest place to inflict maximum may- 
hem with minimum risk. 


Not providing armed security for schoolchildren makes no 
sense to LaPierre, who pointed out that we protect banks, air- 
ports, office buildings, power plants, courthouses, sports sta- 
diums, and the president and congressmen with armed guards. 
“Yet when it comes to the most beloved, innocent and vulner- 
able members of the American family — our children — we 
as a society leave them utterly defenseless, and the monsters 
and predators of this world know it and exploit it. That must 
change now!” 

How? “The only thing that stops a bad guy with a gun is a good 
guy with a gun. Would you rather have your 911 call bring a good 
guy with a gun from a mile away ... or aminute away?” 

To drive home his point, LaPierre raised several other questions: 


What if, when Adam Lanza started shooting his way into 
Sandy Hook Elementary School ... he had been confronted 
by qualified, armed security? 

Will you at least admit it’s possible that 26 innocent lives 
might have been spared’... 

Is the press and political class here in Washington so con- 
sumed by fear and hatred of the NRA and America’s gun 
owners that you’re willing to accept a world where real re- 
sistance to evil monsters is a lone, unarmed school principal 
left to surrender her life to shield the children in her care? 


Undoubtedly most supporters of the right to self-defense applaud- 
ed — and were not at all surprised by — LaPierre’s statement 
against leaving schoolchildren unprotected in government-man- 
dated gun-free school zones. But many gun owners — including 
members of the NRA — may disagree with the federal prescrip- 
tion offered by LaPierre. They may also have been surprised by 


Wayne 
LaPierre 


the fact that in his remarks, LaPierre did not utter a single word 
about the Second Amendment, which protects “the right of the 
people to keep and bear arms.” 

LaPierre said: 


I call on Congress today to act immediately, to appropriate 
whatever is necessary to put armed police officers in every 
school — and to do it now, to make sure that blanket of safe- 
ty is in place when our children return to school in January. 

Before Congress reconvenes, before we engage in any 
lengthy debate over legislation, regulation or anything else, 
as soon as our kids return to school after the holiday break, 
we need to have every single school in America immediately 
deploy a protection program proven to work — and by that 
I mean armed security. 


In addition to proposing federally funded armed police officers 
for every school, LaPierre also announced, “The NRA is going 
to bring all of its knowledge, dedication and resources to develop 
a model National School Shield Emergency Response Program 
for every school that wants it.” This new program will be led by 
former Congressman Asa Hutchinson, who was also head of the 
DEA and under secretary for border and transportation security 
at the Department of Homeland Security. 

“From armed security to building design and access control 
to information technology to student and teacher training, this 
multi-faceted program will be developed by the very best experts 
in their fields,” boasted LaPierre at the NRA news conference. 
Hutchinson, who also spoke at conference, said that “armed, 
trained, qualified school security personnel will be one element 
of that plan, but by no means the only element.” 

It seems clear that the NRA is proposing an extension of Amer- 
ica’s growing garrison/security state to the schools as a solution 
to gun violence. But if the gun-free school zone laws were re- 
pealed — as they should be — why would federally funded police 
officers need to guard every school? As Rep. Ron Paul (R-Texas) 
stated on his website December 24, “School shootings, no matter 
how horrific, do not justify creating an Orwellian surveillance 
state in America.” He added, “I don’t agree that conservatives and 
libertarians should view government legislation, especially at the 
federal level, as the solution to violence.” 
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Indebtedness Much More Than 

the $16 Trillion Admitted Shortfall 

“The actual liabilities of the federal government — including So- 
cial Security, Medicare, and federal employees’ future retirement 
benefits — already exceed $86.8 trillion.” \y 
More than a decade ago, Chris Cox and Bill Archer served on ad =, 

President Clinton’s Bipartisan Commission on Entitlement and Tax |= ¢ Py 


Reform. They recently joined together to offer a realistic assess- 
ment of federal indebtedness in the Wall Street Journal. 


Chris coll Bill Archer 
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Cheers for Michigan’s Passage of “Right-to-work” Legislation 

“But coercing workers to pay for representation they don’t want and can’t refuse is not a benefit. 
It’s extortion.” 

Boston Globe columnist Jeff Jacoby saluted the Michigan legislature and governor for cancelling the 
monopolistic power of Big Labor over workers in their state. Michigan is now the 24th state to break the 
hold of unions by allowing people to opt out of formerly compulsory membership. 


Other States Considering “Right-to-work” Status 

“What happened in Michigan and then before that in Indiana has created 
more energy for us here in Pennsylvania.” 

The recent victories for right-to-work legislation in two industrial states 
in the Midwest have given Pennsylvania state Representative Daryl] Met- 
calfe encouragement to try for such a change in his state. 


Famed Author Favors Tea Party Independence From GOP 
“Much as Senators Lindsey Graham and John McCain might want to make 
J the Republican Party a ‘me-too’ Democratic Party look-alike, a strategy 
erome ; ; . a 
Corsi where Republicans try to out-Democrat the Democrats is a losing strategy. 
Chiding those who want the GOP to be able to dictate policy to the Tea 
Party, Dr. Jerome Corsi claims that the Tea Party movement, of which he is a part, will become more 
influential during President Obama’s second term. 
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Math and Science Scores Show U.S. Students Far Behind Many Others 

“Clearly, we have some room to improve, particularly at the number of advanced students we have 
compared to the world.” 

Commissioner Jack Buckley of the Department of Education’s National Center for Education Statistics 
stated the obvious after analyzing the results obtained from tests designed by the International Study Cen- 
ter at Boston College. Those tests found that only seven percent of students in the United States gained 
advanced level in eighth-grade math, compared to 48 percent of students in Singapore and 47 percent in 
South Korea. 


A Mother Who Moved From New York City to Newtown, Connecticut 
“We wanted a big back yard. The fresh air. The country. The good schools. It’s an idyllic, small town 
— not materialistic flashy people, just people who smile and say hello to you.” 

From New York City, Michele Urbina and her husband relocated to Newtown a few years ago. Both 
sped from their workplaces to Sandy Hook Elementary School after being 
informed that children had been killed there. 


Senator DeMint’s Parting Shot 
“[’m not with Boehner. This government doesn’t need any more money; 
this country needs less government. His $800 billion tax hike will destroy 
American jobs and allow politicians in Washington to spend even more — 
while not reducing our $16 trillion debt by a single penny.” 
Immediately after announcing that he would leave the Senate and accept the 
leadership post at the Heritage Foundation, Senator Jim DeMint (R-S.C.) 
registered his opinion about the proposal offered by the GOP leader. @ 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANus 
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QuickQt 


The constitutional convention proposed by the Compact for America Initiative would 
pose an unacceptably high risk of damage to the Constitution. 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


uly 4, 2013. Chartered planes car- 
J rying delegates from all 50 states 

touch down in Dallas, Texas. Thirty- 
eight states are being represented by their 
governors with the remaining states rep- 
resented by one to three state-appointed 
delegates. These delegates have arrived en 
masse at the Lone Star State for a historic 
one-day convention whose sole purpose is 
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purportedly the perfunctory proposal of a 
balanced budget amendment (BBA) to the 
Constitution. 

Upon arriving at the designated site, 
the delegates and their retinues settle in 
around the extraordinarily large confer- 
ence table and make small talk while tak- 
ing in the impressive view of the Dallas 
skyline. 

“Ladies and gentlemen,” the designated 
chairman announces, “thank you for com- 


ing to this historic meeting and for being 
willing to stand up to the federal govern- 
ment’s runaway spending that is ruining 
our Republic.” 

“As you all know,” he continues, “we 
have 24 hours to accomplish the one item 
on our agenda: the proposal of a balanced 
budget amendment to the Constitution, as 
already pre-ratified by 38 (three-fourths) 
of the state legislatures.” 

With that brief restatement of the pub- 
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licized and promised purpose of this high- 
powered confab, the chairman retakes 
his seat, awaiting one of the governors to 
move for a vote on the BBA and another 
to second that motion. 

“Point of order, Mr. Chairman,” de- 
clares a popular southern governor en- 
dowed not only with charisma, but appeal 
to the powers-that-be in national political 
circles. 

“T certainly agree that this is a historic 
meeting which is being held to rein in an 
out-of-control federal government that is 
ruining our republic. Furthermore, I would 
remind the chairman that our Founders en- 
visioned just this situation in the Declara- 
tion of Independence when they stated: 


We hold these truths to be self-evi- 
dent, that all men are created equal, 
that they are endowed by their Cre- 
ator with certain unalienable Rights, 
that among these are Life, Liberty and 
the pursuit of Happiness. — That to 
secure these rights, Governments are 
instituted among Men, deriving their 
just powers from the consent of the 
governed, — That whenever any Form 
of Government becomes destructive 
of these ends, it is the Right of the 
People to alter or to abolish it, and to 
institute new Government, laying its 
foundation on such principles and or- 
ganizing its powers in such form, as to 
them shall seem most likely to effect 
their Safety and Happiness.” 


y / 8 


The popular southern governor 
continues: “The key part of this 
quote is, ‘That whenever any 
Form of Government becomes 
destructive of these ends, it is 
the Right of the People to alter 
or to abolish it, and to institute 
new Government.’ 

“Since the Founders agreed 
on this right of the People to 
alter or to abolish our government, and to 
institute new Government, they provided 
a procedure for holding a convention for 
‘proposing amendments’ to our Constitu- 
tion in Article V of the Constitution itself. 

“Today we are gathered here as the duly 
appointed representatives of the People in 
just such an Article V constitutional con- 
vention. Based on the Right of the People 
to alter or to abolish our government, and 
to institute a new government, and in light 
of the longstanding out-of-control spend- 
ing by the federal government, I move that 
the rules previously agreed to by state leg- 
islators in our states be set aside and that 
a new slate of rules for this convention be 
considered by the body. This new slate of 
rules would permit any amendment pro- 
posals that delegates believe would im- 
prove our government in such manner as 
they believe seems most likely to effect the 
Safety and Happiness of the People of the 
United States of America.” 

“Second the motion,” comes the immedi- 
ate reply from the ambitious governor of 
a western state. 


The Compact for America (CFA) is calling for a constitutional convention, as provided for in 
Article V of the Constitution, to meet in Dallas, Texas on July 4, 2013. The Right of the People in 
convention to alter their government could be used to make this a runaway convention. 
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State legislatures should first consider 
whether a balanced budget amendment 


is necessary and whether it would 
actually steer our Republic away from 
the fiscal cliff we are facing. 


“Gentlemen, the governor’s motion is 
out of order,’ the chairman says, rising 
from his seat. 

“With all due respect, Mr. Chairman,” 
says the southern governor confidently, “I 
have made clear that my motion is entirely 
justified by the inherent Right of the Peo- 
ple as clearly proclaimed in our nation’s 
founding documents, the Declaration and 
the Constitution.” 

“T object to this railroading of the rules 
and will not be a party to it,’ the chairman 
demands. With that, the chairman and four 
likeminded governors walk demonstra- 
tively out of the conference room. 

“The question has been put and sec- 
onded,” says the southern governor with- 
out delay. 

“All those in favor, say aye. All op- 
posed, nay. The ayes have it. The body will 
adjourn into a committee of the whole for 
consideration of new rules and new pro- 
posals for amendments to the Constitution 
of the United States to be deliberated and 
adopted by this body.” 

oh ok ok 

Some will say that this introduction is 
nothing more than a melodramatic dooms- 
day scenario that could never happen. 
Sadly, they are wrong. This fiction could 
become fact very soon if a group of con- 
servative activists gets its way. 

This month, a group known as the Com- 
pact for America (CFA) Initiative will 
begin lobbying state lawmakers to propose 
in their respective legislatures a measure 
that would make that convention of dele- 
gates from 50 states gathered in Dallas a re- 
ality on July 4, 2013. Thirty-eight (or more, 
depending on how many states adopt the 
CFA legislative package) governors along 
with state-appointed representatives from 
the remaining 12 (or fewer) states would 
be delegates to a constitutional convention 
(con-con) supposedly called for the sole 
purpose of proposing a balanced budget 
amendment (BBA) to the Constitution. The 
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Although calls for balanced budget 
amendment con-cons are nothing 


new, the CFA Initiative is particularly 
frightening because of the ingenuity and 
insidious nature of the method proposed 
by its creators to alter the Constitution. 


problem is, there is no way to make sure the 
assembled delegates representing the Peo- 
ple wouldn’t exceed that mandate to pro- 
pose a BBA, and even if they did adhere to 
the mandate, there is no guarantee that the 
CFA’s Balanced Budget Amendment would 
improve America’s financial prospects. 


Overview of the Compact 

for America Initiative 

The CFA Initiative is composed of three 
parts: First, there is a multi-state compact 
petitioning Congress to convene a con- 


con with state governors of 
member states serving as 
delegates and notifying Con- 
gress that members of the 
compact have pre-ratified the 
BBA called for and defined 
by the CFA; second, there is 
a balanced budget amend- 
ment as defined by the CFA 
that would be added to the 
Constitution; and third, there 
is a congressional resolution 
that would call a constitutional convention 
when and if 38 states join the CFA com- 
pact, and then would automate the steps 
required to add the BBA to the Constitu- 
tion upon receipt of a certified copy of the 
BBA evidencing that the convention has 
approved the BBA for ratification. 

The “Compact for America Timeline” 
sidebar below shows how the CFA lead- 
ers expect these three components to work 
together to amend the Constitution by add- 
ing a BBA. 

A fair analysis of the three-pronged 


Compact for America Timeline 


December 2012: Six to 12 governors agree to having their states join the CFA Compact. 
December 2012-January 2013: CFA sponsors are identified in the 50 state leg- 


islatures. 


January 2013: Lobbying teams begin working in the 50 states to promote passage 


of legislation to join the CFA Compact. 


January 2013: Lobbying teams are in place to push passage of the CFA’s Omnibus 


Resolution in the U.S. Congress. 


April 2013: CFA’s Congressional Omnibus Resolution is passed by Congress. 

January-May 2013: States join the CFA Compact, with the 38th state joining by the 
end of May, triggering the provisions of the compact to go live. 

June 2013: Thirty-eight state applications for a balanced budget amendment (BBA) 
constitutional convention are delivered to Congress and an Article V constitutional con- 
vention is called pursuant to the provisions of the CFA’s Compact and the CFA’s Con- 


gressional Omnibus Resolution. 


July 4, 2013: A 24-hour convention is held in Dallas, Texas. The governors from at 
least 38 states and state-appointed representatives from the remaining states assemble 
as delegates and vote to propose the CFA’s BBA as an amendment to the Constitution. 

July 7, 2013: Congress is notified of the proposed BBA, and the proposed amendment 
is automatically submitted to the states and ratified pursuant to the terms and provisions 
of the compact and the Congressional Omnibus Resolution. 

July 31, 2013: The Archivist of the United States is notified of the ratification of 
the BBA by the 38 member states, and shortly thereafter, the a««rchivist certifies the 
incorporation of the BBA into the Constitution of the United States. 


This sidebar is based on information published by the Compact for America Initiative at http:// 


www.compactforamerica.org. 
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proposal of the CFA Initiative reveals the 
formation of a modern-day Trojan Horse 
that could sneak the opportunity to make 
radical changes to our Constitution right 
past the protections of federalism put in 
place by our Founders to prevent unwise 
and unnecessary changes to our Constitu- 
tion and the liberties guaranteed by it. 

Here is how the CFA website describes 
its goal: 


The Compact for America Initia- 
tive (the “Initiative’”) is a non-parti- 
san effort to promote and seek the 
passage of legislation by the states 
and the U.S. Congress to ratify a bal- 
anced budget amendment into the 
Constitution of the United States in 
a way that has never been done be- 
fore. The Initiative includes educat- 
ing elected officials, citizens and 
residents of the United States and 
the several states of the novel use of 
an interstate compact agreement and 
the counterpart federal legislation to 
coordinate the use of Article V of the 
Constitution of the United States by 
state legislatures to originate and rat- 
ify a specific constitutional amend- 
ment that would require Congress to 
operate under a balanced budget. 


Why the CFA Initiative’s Balanced 
Budget Amendment Won’t Work 
Although calls for BBA con-cons are noth- 
ing new, the CFA Initiative is particularly 
frightening because of the ingenuity and 
insidious nature of the method proposed 
by its creators to alter the Constitution. 

Before state legislatures vote for an Ar- 
ticle V con-con proposal that could cause 
real and radical damage to our Constitu- 
tion, they should first consider whether a 
balanced budget amendment is necessary 
and whether it would actually steer our Re- 
public away from the fiscal problems we 
are facing. 

The fact is that determined citizens and 
state legislators could rescue the United 
States from its financial peril without re- 
sorting to opening up the Constitution to 
tinkering by 38 or more governors and a 
sprinkling of state-appointed delegates, 
many of whom would be bought and paid 
for by special interests and corporations. 

Thomas Jefferson wrote: “If a nation 
expects to be ignorant and free ... it ex- 
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pects what never was and never will be.” 
A fundamental requirement of vigilance 
is holding elected representatives’ feet to 
the fire by compelling them to honor their 
oath of office and not exceed the limits of 
their power as set forth in the Constitution. 

Furthermore, there is no historical 
proof that a balanced budget amendment 
would drive Congress back to within its 
constitutional corral. Even the most con- 
servative estimates indicate that about 80 
percent of expenditures approved by Con- 
gress violate the U.S. Constitution. That 
fact wouldn’t change by adding an amend- 
ment to the Constitution. 

Whether these bills spend our national 
treasure on unconstitutional and unde- 
clared foreign wars, billions sent overseas 
in the form of foreign aid, expanding the 
so-called entitlement programs, or redis- 
tributing wealth via corporate and individ- 
ual welfare schemes, none of these outlays 
is authorized by the Constitution. 

And don’t forget, a committed, con- 
cerned, and constitutionally aware citizen- 
ry can balance our budget more quickly 
than any balanced budget amendment and 
without the danger of letting the wolves of 
special interests and their political puppets 
into the constitutional hen house. 

Equally important to anyone considering 
the CFA’s proposal is the fact that rather 
than forcing Congress to adhere to spend- 
ing money only in those areas specifically 
permitted by the Constitution in Article I 
(something the Constitution already does), 
the Compact for America’s Balanced Bud- 
get Amendment does nothing to restore the 
concept of enumerated powers because it 
allows Congress to spend money on any- 
thing, no matter how unconstitutional, so 
long as the amount does not exceed the lim- 
its set in Section 2 of their BBA. Thus, the 
CFA’s BBA does nothing to break Congress 
of its unconstitutional spending habits. 

Under the CFA’s budget-balancing 
scheme, Congress could continue spend- 
ing on projects and programs not autho- 
rized by the Constitution. In fact, Section 
3 of the CFA’s BBA explicitly authorizes 
an increase in the federal debt limit to 105 
percent of the actual debt level on the ef- 
fective date of this amendment. That hard- 
ly sounds like a balanced budget. 

Beyond the initial five-percent increase 
in the national debt permitted by the CFA’s 
BBA, Congress could increase the na- 
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tional debt under the BBA at any time if it 
could get the approval of a simple majority 
of the states. Given that many states have 
their own debt problems and are depen- 
dent on the federal government for large 
portions of their budgets, finding 26 states 
to approve an increase in the national debt 
might be much easier than the CFA’s pro- 
ponents think. 

Perhaps most perplexing of all the fis- 
cal failures of the CFA’s Balanced Budget 
Amendment is the fact that although it does 
require a two-thirds vote in both Houses of 
Congress to raise taxes, it does not prohib- 
it Congress from doing so. Higher taxes, 
loopholes for increased federal spending, 
and no requirement that expenditures con- 
form to constitutional limits on congres- 
sional power are a powerful one-two-three 
combination that could K.O. the American 
middle class, all in the name of balancing 
the budget. 


A Trojan Horse 

But before the CFA’s Balanced Budget 
Amendment constitutional convention 
would begin, at least 38 state legislatures 
would need to join an interstate compact 
calling for the convening of the con-con 
in Dallas. 


In a video posted on the CFA website, 
CFA Board Member (and Goldwater Insti- 
tute Director of Policy Development and 
Constitutional Government) Nick Dranias 
explains the pincer strategy planned for 
the BBA multi-state compact and the con- 
gressional resolution. 

The Compact for America “consoli- 
dates the entire Article V process in two 
pieces of legislation: one state compact 
and one congressional resolution.” 

Described by Dranias as analogous to 
a “house loan closing,” the two measures 
would work together to construct a Trojan 
Horse. At first blush, many state legisla- 
tors determined to stand up to Washington 
would likely welcome the Compact for 
America and the state compact it offers as 
an ally in that battle. In fact, the CFA is so 
thorough that the state compact contains 
“all the legislation necessary for the Ar- 
ticle V process to work.” Therein lies the 
principle defect of this program. 

As harried and overworked as they 
are, would all state lawmakers legiti- 
mately enlisted in the war against federal 
despotism understand that by joining the 
CFA they would also be agreeing to set 
in motion a constitutional convention 
that could quite possibly throw the baby 
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Even the most conservative estimates 


indicate that about 80 percent of 


expenditures approved by Congress 


violate the U.S. Constitution. That 
fact wouldn’t change by adding an 
amendment to the Constitution. 


of the Constitution out with the bathwater 
of out-of-control federal spending? 

The bottom line is that the outcome of 
the Dallas con-con could range from a 
textbook following of the CFA script for 
proposing a BBA and nothing else, all the 
way to a runaway convention based on 
the right of the People in convention to 
revise their government when it becomes 
destructive of the ends of securing our 
God-given rights. This is the crux of the 
argument against convening an Article V 
con-con, no matter how loudly the propo- 
nents of such a convention assure us that 
they can limit the number of amendments 
and/or the content of the amendments that 
would be considered. 

Over the past 30 years, most state leg- 
islators have wanted no part of an unlim- 
ited con-con, and have accordingly voted 
no on most new con-con proposals. In 
fact, over the past 24 years nearly 20 state 
legislatures have gone further and voted 
to rescind all previously passed Article V 
con-con calls still on their books. 
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If the Dallas con-con envi- 
sioned by the CFA were to be- 
come a runaway convention as 
portrayed in the opening para- 
graphs of this article, many 
dangerous amendments could 
be proposed. However, con-con 
proponents assure us that we do 
have a safeguard against dan- 
gerous or harmful amendments. 
Following the precedents of our 
original Constitutional Conven- 
tion in 1787 and the provisions in Article 
V of our present Constitution, the Dallas 
convention would only propose amend- 
ments that would then be submitted for 
ratification by the states, either by state 
legislatures or state conventions. 

Nonetheless, this safeguard has not been 
effective in stopping all bad amendments. 
For example, three-fourths of the states 
ratified the 16th (establishing the income 
tax), the 17th (establishing the direct elec- 
tion of senators), and the 1 8th (establishing 
the prohibition against alcoholic beverages) 
amendments. Most constitutionalists be- 
lieve all three amendments were harmful, 
yet all three were duly ratified. 

In fact, American history reveals that 
a convention called for nothing more 
than offering amendments to the exist- 
ing national charter can quickly become 
a convention scrapping the old constitu- 
tion and replacing it with something com- 
pletely different, despite the restrictions 
set by state legislatures on the authority 
of the attendees. 


Article V: Runaway or Restrained? 
Attempting to refute the remarks of The 
John Birch Society and other constitu- 
tionalist organizations, the CFA Initiative 
contends that the constitutional conven- 
tion held in Philadelphia in the summer 
of 1787 did not exceed its mandate. In 
fact, based on the undeniable success of 
the constitutional convention of 1787, the 
CFA Initiative claims that the con-con 
they plan on convening on July 4, 2013, 
can accomplish just as much good, can be 
confined to considering only the balanced 
budget amendment, and can be kept from 
becoming a “runaway convention” that 
could result in a new constitution, one that 
doesn’t resemble the current one. 

The Compact for America Initiative 
claims that the historical record of the 
convention of 1787 proves that it was not 
a “runaway convention” and that a mod- 
ern-day convention could be carried out 
without exceeding a very limited purpose. 

Unfortunately for the CFA Initiative, 
their account of those seminal events is not 
completely accurate. A core premise of the 
CFA’s conclusion is that the delegates to 
the Constitutional Convention of Philadel- 
phia did not exceed their mandate. In an 
earlier report published by the Goldwater 
Institute, the claim was made that, “48 of 
the 55 delegates [to the Philadelphia Con- 
vention] had instructions which allowed 
them to go beyond amending the Articles 
of Confederation.” 

To assert, then, that the Constitutional 
Convention was not “runaway” with regard 


Delegates from 12 of the 13 states met in Philadelphia in 1787 to consider suggested amendments to the Articles of Confederation. At the end of that 
historic summer, an entirely new constitution establishing a new government was drafted and presented to the states for ratification. 
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Americans were fortunate to have had so many gifted and selfless men responsible for writing 
our Constitution. Were a new constitutional convention to be held today, it is unlikely that the 
politicians who would attend as delegates would have the best interests of our nation in mind. 


to those 48 delegates is arguably true. How- 
ever, what of the seven delegates whose 
commissions expressly forbade them from 
ratifying, or even participating in, any pro- 
posal calling for the dismantling of the gov- 
ernment created by the Articles of Confed- 
eration? What of the states represented by 
those delegates? Yet after ratification of the 
Constitution crafted in Philadelphia, the cit- 
izens and governments in those states were 
considered to be equally bound to abide by 
the terms of that contract. 

Furthermore, as discussed above, regard- 
less of any state or congressional legislation 
requiring them to consider only a balanced 
budget amendment, the assembled delegates 
in Dallas would possess unlimited, though 
not unprecedented, power to propose revi- 
sions to the existing Constitution, based on 
the inherent right of the People in conven- 
tion to alter or revise their government. 

The prospect of a convention endowed 
with power of this magnitude, populated 
by politicians (many of whom would likely 
be bought and paid for by powerful lobby- 
ists and special interest groups) determined 
to tinker with the precision gears that give 
movement to works of our mighty Repub- 
lic, is frightening and should give pause to 
everyone considering supporting the Com- 
pact for America Initiative. 


The Compact for America and the 
Threat to the Constitution 

The material presented by CFA lists 208 
existing interstate compacts as evidence of 
the commonality and usefulness of such 
agreements. 
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That such agreements exist and func- 
tion is true. In many instances, interstate 
compacts are the grease that allows the 
gears of federalism to drive the engine of 
the various commercial interests of the 
several states. 

How, then, CFA adherents would ask, 
is the Constitution threatened by passing 
another multi-state compact? 

The primary difference between the 
agreements listed by CFA and the one 
they propose as a vehicle for the passage 
of a balanced budget amendment is that 
the former do not impact the Constitu- 
tion. None of the 208 compacts CFA lists 
changes one letter of the existing Constitu- 
tion. They primarily deal with matters re- 
lating to the behavior of the states that are 
parties to the agreements, leaving the Con- 
stitution — including its checks, balances, 
and separation of powers — unchanged. 
The same can’t be said of the interstate 
compact proposed by the Compact for 
America Initiative. 

In several sections, the balanced bud- 
get amendment proposed by the CFA 
endows Congress and the president with 
new powers not already granted them in 
the Constitution. 

For example, in Section 4, the president 
is given the authority to: 


enforce said [debt] limit by publicly 
designating specific expenditures 
for impoundment in an amount suf- 
ficient to ensure outstanding public 
debt shall not exceed the authorized 
public debt. Said impoundment shall 


become effective thirty (30) days 
thereafter, unless Congress first des- 
ignates an alternate impoundment 
of the same amount by concurrent 
resolution, which shall become im- 
mediately effective. The failure of 
the President to designate or enforce 
the required impoundment is an im- 
peachable misdemeanor. 


This provision of the CFA’s BBA would 
grant the president new, sweeping author- 
ity over the budget-making process. Fur- 
thermore, giving the president the right to 
“designate” any spending request is tanta- 
mount to giving him the power to rewrite 
laws passed by Congress, which would 
amount to rewriting both Articles I and II 
of the Constitution. Article I of our current 
Constitution explicitly places “all legisla- 
tive power’ in Congress. 

Next, Section 3 of the BBA offered by 
the Compact for America allows Con- 
gress to increase public debt if a simple 
majority of state legislatures sign off on 
the measure. This is part of the CFA’s de- 
centralization strategy: Taking power from 
Washington and giving to the states. That 
is a proposition that appeals to all consti- 
tutionalists, but it begs a question. 

Why is such a scheme necessary when 
states already possess the power to prevent 
federal excess? By ratifying the Constitu- 
tion, states did not cede their sovereignty to 
the federal government. In fact, the continu- 
ation of our Constitution and our Republic 
requires states to assert themselves and to 
reject any act of Congress that goes beyond 
the narrow scope of authority granted to it 
by the states in the Constitution. 


The Remedy: Enforce the Constitution, 
Don’t Change It 

In support of their position, bloggers, 
pundits, and politicians advocating for 
the adoption of the Compact for America 
plead with fellow constitutionalists (the 
Eagle Forum and The John Birch Society, 
specifically) to “get on board before we no 
longer have a country and a Constitution 
for you to protect.” 

While an anxiety for the salvation of our 
Constitution and our constitutional repub- 
lic is laudable and never to be dismissed, 
the author of that last warning fails to take 
into account other remedies for the cancer 
afflicting our body politic. 
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Fortunately, nullification is another way for 
states to exercise their collective authority 
over the federal government without resorting 
to a constitutional convention. Thomas 
Jefferson called it the “rightful remedy.” 


To begin with, rather than expose the 
Constitution to the whims of special in- 
terest groups, political action committees, 
corporations, and the politicians they pay 
for, why not enforce the Constitution as 
written? 

For example, there is not a single syl- 
lable in the Constitution providing for 
foreign aid ($74 billion spent from 2010- 
2011), undeclared wars in Afghanistan and 
Iraq (nearly $4 trillion spent since 2001), 
or the 185 federal welfare programs (near- 
ly $2 trillion spent from 2010-2011). In 
the past decade, based on just those three 
examples alone, Congress has authorized 
the spending of over $6 trillion for uncon- 
stitutional purposes! Wouldn’t the coun- 
try’s economic outlook be improved by 
forcing our federal representatives to obey 
the limits on their power as provided by 
the Constitution, rather than allowing the 
delegates to a CFA con-con in Dallas (and 
the powerful interests many of them would 
be financially beholden to) to hold a new 
constitutional convention that not only 
would do nothing to restrain the federal 
government, but could potentially rewrite 
our Constitution? The certain risks associ- 
ated with a CFA con-con far outweigh the 
promised benefits of a BBA. 
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Fortunately, there is another way for 
states to exercise their collective authority 
on the federal government without resort- 
ing to a constitutional convention. It is the 
concept described by Thomas Jefferson 
as the “rightful remedy” for any and all 
unconstitutional acts of the federal gov- 
ernment: nullification. 

Simply stated, nullification is a concept 
of legal statutory construction that endows 
each state with the right to nullify, or in- 
validate, any federal measure that a state 
deems unconstitutional. Nullification is 
founded on the assertion that the sover- 
eign states formed the union, and as cre- 
ators of the compact, they hold ultimate 
authority as to the limits of the power of 
the central government to enact laws that 
are applicable to the states and the citizens 
thereof. 

In the Virginia Resolution of 1798, 
Madison reaffirms this fundamental prin- 
ciple of constitutional construction: 


Encroachments springing from a 
government, whose organization 
cannot be maintained without the 
co-operation of the states, furnish the 
strongest excitements upon the state 
legislatures to watchfulness, and im- 
pose upon them the strongest obliga- 
tion, to preserve unimpaired the line 
of partition. 


With these facts in mind, it would seem 
that our nation’s fiscal and political well- 
being is better served by governors jealous 
of their states’ sovereignty and their right- 
ful role as “shelters against the abuse of 
power,” signing into law state bills nullify- 
ing unconstitutional federal measures (in- 
cluding those that have propelled our na- 
tional indebtedness into the stratosphere) 
than by governors uniting at a constitu- 
tional convention with unchecked power 
to amend our Constitution out of existence 
in the name of balancing the budget. 
What’s more, by seeking out and electing 
federal rep- 
resentatives 
committed to 
never voting 
for a single 
spending bill 
that violates 
the enumer- 
ated powers 
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of the Constitution and refusing to reelect 
those members of Congress that do vote for 
such measures, the federal budget would be 
balanced — by following the Constitution, 
not “fixing” it. 

Enforcing the Constitution and demand- 
ing that states stand up to their would-be 
federal overlords accomplishes the same 
goal as the CFA’s balanced budget amend- 
ment without putting the Constitution so 
close to the shredder that an Article V con- 
vention could become. 

To its credit, the Goldwater Institute, 
one of the organizations behind the CFA 
Initiative, recognized in one of its previous 
efforts to call a constitutional convention 
that “abuses of the Article V constitutional 
amendment process are possible.” Given 
the ready availability of the remedies of 
(1) election of representatives committed 
to controlling spending according to the al- 
ready existing constitutional limits, and (2) 
nullification, there appears to be no argu- 
ment persuasive enough to convince state 
or federal lawmakers to suffer the poten- 
tially Constitution-threatening side effects 
that would accompany swallowing the pill 
of the Compact for America’s constitution- 
al convention scheduled for July 4 this year. 

All Americans and state legislators who 
stand united in their resistance to uncon- 
stitutional federal spending and the ever- 
increasing tax burden that supports it that 
has bankrupted our nation, must also unite 
in their opposition to the Compact for 
America Initiative. This includes refusing 
to support passage by the state legislatures 
of the interstate compact and the balanced 
budget amendment it proposes. The states 
and people must also forcefully reject the 
Article V constitutional convention called 
for by the CFA Initiative, a convention that 
would be beyond the control of the people 
or their representatives, one that could re- 
sult in the proposal by the assembled del- 
egates of potentially fatal and irreversible 
alterations to our Constitution that could 
very well end up being ratified. Hl 
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Federal “Regulatory Cliff” Ahead 


The U.S. government says that in the last 90 days, it instituted 
nearly 6,000 new rules, with loads more to come. If its plans 
remain unchecked, we'll face another economic “cliff.” 
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“Regulatory onslaught”: In October 2012, Sen. James Inhofe released a 13-page report listing the 


wave of draconian regulations the Obama EPA was planning to unleash after the election. 


by William F. Jasper 


he “fiscal cliff’ was the subject of 

daily headlines and fierce debates. 

But what about the “regulatory 
cliff’? Is the Obama administration un- 
leashing a pre-planned tsunami of post- 
election regulations that would — if al- 
lowed to take effect — sweep us over that 
precipice? 

Everything seems to be pointing in that 
direction. Many of the administration’s 
critics, this publication included, warned 
this was coming. Shortly before the No- 
vember 2012 presidential elections, Sena- 
tor James Inhofe (R-Okla.) charged that 
“President Obama has big plans to con- 
tinue pushing his far left green agenda in 
a second term” with a “slew of job-killing 
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EPA regulations that the Obama-EPA has 
put on hold until after the election but will 
be on the ‘to-do’ list for 2013.” 

In a 13-page minority report issued in 
October entitled “A Look Ahead to EPA 
Regulations for 2013,’ Sen. Inhofe, the 
ranking member of the U.S. Senate Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works, 
warned that “numerous Obama-EPA rules 
placed on hold until after the election spell 
doom for jobs and economic growth.” 

“American families,’ said the Inhofe 
report, “will be subjected to a regulatory 
onslaught that will drive up energy prices, 
destroy millions of jobs, and further weak- 
en the economy. Those in poor communi- 
ties and on fixed incomes, who are already 
spending around 24% of their income on 
higher energy prices, will be hurt the most.” 
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Sen. Inhofe has highlighted, for in- 
stance, these horrendously costly and dis- 
ruptive EPA regulations: 

¢ Ozone rule: The EPA has proposed 
tightening the national ambient air qual- 
ity standards (NAAQS) for ground-level 
ozone. The compliance cost could range 
from $19 to $90 billion, making them 
the most expensive EPA regulations ever 
proposed. If these rules go into effect, 
many towns and cities across the nation 
not currently in violation of EPA ozone 
standards will suddenly find themselves 
on the agency’s “dirty air list” and will 
be subject to costly fines and mitigation 
mandates. 

¢ Utility MACT: EPA’s Utility Maxi- 
mum Achievable Control Technology 
rules will force the retirement of 30 to 
100 gigawatts of coal-fired electric- 
ity. That’s the potential elimination of 20 
percent of America’s coal plants, along 
with hundreds of thousands of jobs. The 
impact will be felt hardest in these states: 
West Virginia, 90 percent coal-fired; 
Ohio, 80 percent coal-fired; Michigan, 
60 percent coal-fired; Minnesota, 60 
percent coal-fired; and Wisconsin, 66 
percent coal-fired. 

¢ Boiler MACT: Boiler Maximum 
Achievable Control Technology would 
impose stringent emission limits and 
monitoring requirements for industrial 
boilers used in manufacturing, process- 
ing, mining, and refining, as well as 
commercial boilers used in malls, laun- 
dries, apartments, restaurants, and hotels. 
IHS-Global Insight concluded that the 
proposal could put up to 798,250 jobs at 
risk. Moreover, they said every $1 billion 
spent on upgrade and compliance costs 
will put 16,000 jobs at risk and reduce 
U.S. GDP by as much as $1.2 billion. 

¢ Farm Dust Rule: The EPA, which has 
been regulating farm dust for decades, 
indicates it may tighten the standards as 
part of its review of the National Ambi- 
ent Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). This 
could very likely put the standard below 
the amount of dust created during normal 
farming operations, making it impossible 
to meet. The effect will be to drive many 
already-struggling family farms into in- 
solvency — and to drive up food prices 
even higher. 

* Greenhouse Gas Regulations: These 
rules, says the minority report, “will cost 


17 


— 


= 


REGULATORY STATE 


e 
= 


more than $300 to $400 billion a year, 
and significantly raise the price of gas 
at the pump and energy in the home. 
It’s not just coal plants that will be af- 
fected: under the Clean Air Act (CAA), 
churches, schools, restaurants, hospitals 
and farms will eventually be regulated.” 
Many farms, for example, would be 
slaughtered by the EPA’s cost-per-an- 
imal outcome known as the “cow tax.” 
According to the report, “EPA itself esti- 
mates that in its best case scenario, there 
will be over 37,000 farms and ranches 
subject to greenhouse gas permits at an 
average cost of $23,000 per permit annu- 
ally, affecting over 90% of the livestock 
production in the United States.” 


The EPA proposals cited 
above, sweeping as they may 
be, are but a few of the many 
draconian regulatory measures 
the agency is unleashing. And 
keep in mind that Senator In- 
hofe’s minority report refer- 
enced here concerns only the 
EPA, which is merely one of 
dozens of federal agencies and 
departments that are engaged 
in the unconstitutional process of “leg- 
islation through regulation.” The EPA, 
however, by claiming protective authority 
over “the environment” — which means 
virtually everything — has established it- 
self as the 800-pound gorilla in the regula- 
tory zoo. Even many of the EPA’s former 
champions recognize that it is an agency 
dangerously out of control. According 
to former Environmental Defense Fund 
chairman Richard Stewart, now a New 
York University law professor, the EPA’s 
regulation “has grown to the point where 
it amounts to nothing less than a massive 
effort at Soviet-style planning of the econ- 
omy to achieve environmental goals.” As 
harsh — and apropos, we would say — as 


Dizzying confusion: The Code of Federal Regulations contains over 169,000 pages; the EPA alone 
has issued nearly one million pages of “guidance” to explain its regulations. 
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that critique may seem to some, Professor 
Stewart may have it backwards. Even a ca- 
sual survey of the EPA’s ever-expanding 
claims to power and jurisdiction indicates 
that the White House and the EPA are 
using the pretext of environmental goals 
to achieve Soviet-style planning of the 
economy. 

Two weeks after winning the November 
6 election, President Obama used another 
agency, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS), to impose “Soviet-style plan- 
ning of the economy,” in the name of pro- 
tecting the environment. Taking advantage 
of the Thanksgiving weekend, the Obama 
administration gave an early Christmas 
present to its “green” constituency: 9.6 
million acres across the states of Wash- 
ington, Oregon, and California. The os- 
tensible recipient of this Black Friday gift 
is the northern spotted owl. This raptor has 
enraptured environmental activists — and 
enraged loggers, ranchers, landowners, 
and rural towns economically devastated 
by the “threatened” designation affixed to 
the feathered icon. The Obama adminis- 
tration’s action nearly doubled the already 
enormous 5.3 million acres designated as 
protected habitat for the bird by the Bush 
administration in 2008. 

The USFWS has a boundless supply of 
additional “threatened” and “endangered” 
species candidates that can be used to close 
millions more acres of public and private 
lands to human use and destroy businesses, 
jobs, homes, and energy development. 


We remind the reader once more, the regu- 
latory avalanche we have touched on thus 
far has dealt merely with environmental 
matters, and only a couple of agencies at 
that. What about the dozens of other agen- 
cies of what is known as “the administra- 
tive state’? 

Take a look at www.regulations.gov, the 
federal government’s regulatory website. 
The home page informs us (on December 
21, 2012) that in the last 90 days, the ad- 
ministration has posted 5,934 new regula- 
tions. 

Yes, our federal bureaucrats have been 
very diligent. The website informs us of 
their daily productivity of regulations over 
the past 90 days: 

Today (121) 

Last 3 Days (274) 
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Eastlake, Ohio, driving up energy costs and killing jobs and businesses. 


Last 7 Days (371) 

Last 15 Days (826) 

Last 30 Days (1,915) 

Last 90 Days (5,934) 

How will these regulations affect you, 
your family, and your job, business, ranch, 
or farm? You may not have federal SWAT 
teams descend upon you, as has happened 
to dairy farmers and natural food store op- 
erators who dared to sell raw milk prod- 
ucts not approved by the federal Food & 
Drug Administration (see the article on 
page 21) or the hundreds of other Ameri- 
cans subjected to Gestapo-style treatment 
for running afoul of the volumes of murky 
and convoluted regulations that fill the 
169,301 pages of the Code of Federal 
Regulations published in the Federal Reg- 
ister. However, even if your home, farm, 
or business is not personally “visited” by 
agents of the FDA, EPA, OSHA, SEC, 
or any of the myriad other federal agen- 
cies, you will pay a huge price nonethe- 
less, both in economic costs and in loss 
of freedoms. 

A cost analysis by the Small Business 
Administration in 2008 found that the cost 
to our national economy of compliance 
with federal regulations was an astronomi- 
cal $1.75 trillion — annually! 

That was in 2008. The cost, of course, 
has escalated dramatically in the past four 
years. We should note that the 169,301 
pages of federal regulations referenced 
above only covers those promulgated 
through 2011; it does not include thou- 
sands of pages added in 2012. Nor does it 
include the thousands of pages that are ex- 
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pected to soon be dumped into the pipeline 
by bureaucrats who had been instructed to 
hold off until after the election. 

According to the U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce, between January 1, 2009 and 
December 31, 2011 the Code of Federal 
Regulations increased by 11,327 pages 
—a7.4 percent increase. The regulatory 
burden is now a crushing weight on the 
entire economy that constitutes a hidden 
tax which is equivalent to roughly half 
the current federal spending and equal to 
the entire federal budget of the late 1990s. 

A U.S. Chamber of Commerce study 
entitled Project No Project found that a 
broad range of energy projects “are being 
stalled, stopped, or outright killed nation- 
wide due to a broken permitting process 
and a system that allows nearly limitless 
opportunities for opponents of develop- 
ment to raise challenge after challenge.” 

The Chamber of Commerce study re- 
ported: 


In total, the 351 projects identified in 
the Project No Project inventory could 
have produced a $1.1 trillion boost to 
the economy and created 1.9 million 
jobs annually during the projected 
seven years of construction. More- 
over, these facilities, once construct- 
ed, would have continued to generate 
jobs, because they would have oper- 
ated for years or even decades. 


That’s nearly two million jobs annually, just 
in the energy sector, that are being killed by 
the federal regulatory straitjacket. 


The Unconstitutional 

Fourth Branch of Government 

In 2011, Congress passed 81 bills into law. 
During the same period, federal agencies 
promulgated 3,807 regulations — rules 
that are treated as if they are binding law. 

These agencies are under the executive 
branch, which means they are under the 
president. However, under the U.S. Con- 
stitution, the president has no authority 
whatsoever to make laws. Neither do any 
of his subordinates. The president’s role 
is to faithfully execute (i.e., administer) 
the laws passed by Congress, provided, 
of course, that said laws comport with the 
Constitution. 

The very first sentence of Article I, Sec- 
tion | of the U.S. Constitution states: “All 
legislative powers herein granted shall be 
vested in a Congress of the United States.” 

It is difficult to get more plain and de- 
finitive than that: “A// legislative powers.” 
Congress is the legislative branch, and it 
possesses “all legislative powers.” The 
executive and judicial branches have their 
own peculiar jurisdictions and purviews, 
but their powers do not include lawmak- 
ing. Nor does the Constitution allow the 
Congress to sublet or delegate its lawmak- 
ing authority to the president, bureaucrats, 
or judges. Moreover, Congress has only 
those legislative powers “herein granted,” 
which means, of course, that Congress 
may not legislate on whatever its mem- 
bers may wish, but only regarding those 
particular matters granted by the states in 
the Constitution. 

Nevertheless, Congress (and the Ameri- 
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can people, whose duty it is to vigilantly 
monitor Congress) has allowed the exec- 
utive branch to stealthily, steadily build 
an enormous fourth branch of govern- 
ment — the federal regulatory leviathan 
— that has usurped legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial powers. According to 
our Founders, this is “the very definition 
of tyranny.” James Madison, frequently 
referred to as the “Father of the Constitu- 
tion,” addressed this issue in essay No. 47 
of The Federalist, noting: 


The accumulation of all powers, leg- 
islative, executive, and judiciary, in 
the same hands, whether of one, a 
few, or many, and whether hereditary, 
self-appointed, or elective, may justly 
be pronounced the very definition of 
tyranny. 


So, it should not be surprising to find fed- 
eral bureaucrats acting tyrannically, since 
they have been allowed to accumulate “all 
powers, legislative, executive, and judicia- 
ry, in the same hands.” Consider: An agency 
(FDA, EPA, OSHA, etc.) issues regulations 
(legislative); then sends out agents to moni- 
tor and enforce the regulations, demand 
compliance, levy fines, and make arrests 
(executive); and if a citizen wishes to con- 
test the regulatory action, he must appeal to 
an agency tribunal (judiciary). 
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Congress has completely abdicated its 
responsibility. It has allowed executive 
branch agencies to get away with usurp- 
ing powers for so long that it has become 
an accepted practice. Now the chairmen 
of committees of Congress are reduced 
to the pathetic practice of beseeching 
third-level bureaucrats of myriad agen- 
cies simply to be allowed to examine the 
mushrooming multitude of regulations 
that are being fastened upon the citizens 
of this land. 

The regulations are as unconstitutional 
as the agencies that issue them. Not only 
should virtually the entire Code of Federal 
Regulations be abolished, but all of the un- 
constitutional regulatory agencies as well. 

As James Madison famously explained 
in The Federalist, No. 45, “The powers 
delegated by the proposed Constitution 
to the federal government are few and de- 
fined” and “will be exercised principally 
on external objects, as war, peace, negotia- 
tion, and foreign commerce.” 

“The powers reserved to the several 
States,” Madison continued, “will extend 
to all the objects which, in the ordinary 
course of affairs, concern the lives, liber- 
ties, and properties of the people, and the 
internal order, improvement, and pros- 
perity of the State.” That is, if the people 
decide some sort of government regula- 
tion is necessary to deal with a particular 
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Cow tax: Even bovine belching and flatulence has come under fedgov regulations: EPA has 
proposed taxes for greenhouse-gas emissions for each cow and hog. 
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concern, then, under our constitutional 
system, it is to the state or local govern- 
ments they should look for solutions. 

The federal government’s powers, be- 
sides being delegated to it by the states, 
are also enumerated. Hence, the federal 
government’s jurisdiction, Madison ex- 
plained in The Federalist, No. 14, “is 
limited to certain enumerated objects, 
which concern all the members of the 
republic, but which are not to be attained 
by the separate provisions of any.” All 
other powers are retained by the states 
or the people. 

This is a principle that was well under- 
stood in the Founders’ time and was reaf- 
firmed in the 10th Amendment of our Bill 
of Rights, which states: 


The powers not delegated to the Unit- 
ed States by the Constitution, 

nor prohibited by it to the States, are 
reserved to the States 

respectively, or to the people. 


Since federal powers are “delegated” and 
limited to those “few and defined” found 
in the Constitution, Congress may not 
pass laws that trespass on the innumer- 
able powers reserved to the states and the 
people. “No legislative act ... contrary to 
the Constitution can be valid,’ Alexander 
Hamilton noted in The Federalist, No. 78. 
“To deny this would be to affirm that the 
deputy is greater than his principal; that 
the servant is above his master; that the 
representatives of the people are superior 
to the people themselves; that men acting 
by virtue of powers may do not only what 
their powers do not authorize, but what 
they forbid.” 

If this constitutional principle applies to 
legislative acts of Congress, it most cer- 
tainly applies to the massive regulatory 
maze erected by unelected, unaccountable, 
and unconstitutional agencies of the ex- 
ecutive branch. However, “‘administrative 
law” promulgated and enforced by steadily 
multiplying rogue agencies has become so 
routine ever since the New Deal that it is 
rarely questioned anymore. It is time that 
concerned Americans begin questioning 
and challenging not only the offensive 
regulations that are obviously tyrannical, 
but the very process that is perverting our 
constitutional system and making tyranny 
by bureaucrats possible. 
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Bureaucrats ‘Giddy’ With 
“Newly Minted Power’ 


It has been rightly said that “power corrupts,” an axiom that is reinforced again and 
again as the federal government controls more aspects of our lives without oversight. 


by William F. Jasper 


lack-clad federal SWAT teams 
B could soon be descending upon 

your farm, ranch, home, school, 
or place of business. Case in point: Iowa 
farms. On November 29, 2012, Chuck 
Gipp, director of the Iowa Department of 
Natural Resources (DNR), told a budget 
committee his department needed $1.3 
million for hiring 11 new agents to inspect 
the state’s livestock facilities, pursuant 
to federal regulations. The federal Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency (EPA) had 
given the lowa DNR 60 days to implement 
EPA-ordered inspections. EPA is threaten- 
ing to take over enforcement if Iowa does 
not satisfactorily comply with its edicts in 
the time allotted. 

“EPA has said if we don’t have the staff, 
they could develop SWAT-like teams to 
do (inspections) for us,’ Gipp said. “We’d 
prefer, and our people we regulate prefer, 
to have DNR staff there to get people into 
attainment.” 

Are Iowans so unfamiliar with agricul- 
ture that they must be directed by federal 
bureaucrats in Washington on the proper 
methods for disposing of common barn- 
yard substances? Are federal SWAT teams 
really needed to check on local cow pies? 
The political classes in Washington appar- 
ently think so, even though the pioneers and 
farmers of the Hawkeye State managed to 
transform the Iowa prairies into the “Food 
Capital of the World” without the EPA’s tu- 
telage. Like other states in this American 
Republic, Iowa bears a proud motto: “Our 
liberties we prize and our rights we will 
maintain.” The EPA’s threat, along with 
many other federal mandates bearing down 
on the states, will test whether any resolve 
remains behind those fine words. 
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“Crucify them!” Public outrage forced Obama EPA Regional Administrator Al Armendariz to 
resign after his “crucifixion” strategy for regulatory enforcement was made known. 


Persecuting the People 
The threat of invasion by federal SWAT 
teams to enforce an out-of-control regula- 
tory bureaucracy is not an empty one, as 
many recent news stories attest. Here are 
just a few cases: 

¢ On the morning of August 3, 2011, a 
SWAT-style task force of agents for the fed- 
eral Food and Drug Administration (FDA), 
Department of Agriculture, Centers for 
Disease Control (CDC), and Los Angeles 


County Sheriff’s Office conducted an armed 
raid on Rawesome Foods, a buying club for 
natural foods, including raw milk. James 
Stewart, the founder of Rawesome Foods, 
was thrown in jail and the club’s inventory 
of milk and cheese was destroyed or con- 
fiscated. Similar fates were meted out to 
Amish farmers in Indiana and Pennsylvania, 
and to food co-op members in Michigan. 

¢ On May 2, 2012, two EPA agents 
and an armed police officer showed up 
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The paramilitary-style raid had been 
ordered due to defaulted student loans 


of Wright’s estranged wife, who, 


incidentally, no longer lived at the 
Wrights’ residence and was not there 
at the time of the raid. 


unannounced at the front door of Larry 
Keller’s home in Asheville, North Caro- 
lina. “The agents presented very official 
looking badges and asked if we could sit 
and chat awhile,’ Keller recounted. ““We 
moved to the back porch and took our 
seats with the exception of the armed of- 
ficer who stood by the door to the house 
the entire time.” They were paying him 
a visit because a couple of weeks previ- 
ously he had sent a one-sentence e-mail 
to the EPA asking how to contact EPA 
Regional Administrator Al Armendariz. 
Like tens of thousands of other Ameri- 
cans, including congressmen and even 
the liberal-left Washington Post, Keller 
was upset by Armendariz’s notorious 
boast about using the EPA’s regulatory 
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Got raw milk? Or apricot pits? Vitamins? Guns? “Wetlands”? Unpaid college loans? Federal military-style police raids are becoming alarmingly 


common for an increasing variety of “crimes.” 
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powers to “crucify” the oil and 
gas industry. Keller wanted to 
exercise his right under the First 
Amendment to tell Armendariz 
he didn’t appreciate his despotic 
views. The agency responded 
by trying to intimidate him. As 
it turned out, the negative reac- 
tion to Armendariz’s statement 
was so widespread that he was 
forced to resign from the EPA 
shortly thereafter. 

¢ At 6:00 a.m. on June 7, 2011, Ken- 
neth Wright was awakened by a federal 
SWAT team from the Office of Inspector 
General (OIG) of the U.S. Department of 
Education, accompanied by local police, 
breaking down the front door of his home 
in Stockton, California. Wright, who has 
no criminal history, said he was coming 
downstairs in his boxer shorts when an 
officer grabbed him by the neck and led 
him outside on his front lawn. “He had his 
knee on my back and I had no idea why 
they were there,’ Wright recounted. The 
federal agents also woke his three young 
children, ages three, seven, and 11, and 
put them in a Stockton police patrol car 
with him, while they searched his house. 
“They put me in handcuffs in that hot 
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patrol car for six hours, traumatizing my 
kids,” Wright told a local news station. It 
was reported that the paramilitary-style 
raid had been ordered due to defaulted 
student loans of Wright’s estranged wife, 
who, incidentally, no longer lived at the 
Wrights’ residence and was not there at 
the time of the raid. 

¢ In 1996, a federal SWAT team con- 
sisting of almost two dozen armed agents 
from the EPA, FBI, and other agencies, 
with M-16 rifles and police dogs, raided 
Canal Refining Co. in Church Point, 
Louisiana. According to the Washington 
Legal Foundation (WLF), the EPA falsely 
accused Hubert P. Vidrine, Jr., the plant 
manager, of storing hazardous waste and 
lying about it; prevented employees from 
using the restrooms for several hours; pre- 
vented those same employees from calling 
their homes and daycare centers to make 
plans to have children picked up; falsely 
told the employees that Vidrine had been 
poisoning them and giving them cancer; 
and threatened them with imprisonment if 
they did not provide damaging evidence 
against Vidrine. Seven years later, on Sep- 
tember 17, 2003, on the eve of trial, fed- 
eral prosecutors filed a motion to dismiss 
the indictment against Vidrine. The charg- 
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Gibson Guitar CEO Henry Juszkiewicz initially fought what he said was unjust prosecution, but 


then caved in to federal regulators to avoid a long and costly court battle. 


es were dropped, but Vidrine’s name had 
been dragged through the mud, and he had 
been forced to spend $180,000, his entire 
retirement savings, to defend against the 
bogus charges. With legal help from the 
WLE, Vidrine sued the federal government 
for malicious prosecution and other abus- 
es. In November 2011, U.S. District Judge 
Rebecca Doherty awarded Vidrine $1.677 
million in damages, including the costs 
of his criminal defense, lost income, and 
loss of earning capacity. Judge Doherty 
determined that the government had never 
possessed even “probable cause” to charge 
Vidrine with a crime. The judge also 
charged that Keith Phillips, the EPA agent 
who headed the government’s case, was 
“giddy” with “newly minted power” and 
had “set out with ... reckless disregard for 
the processes and power which had been 
bestowed on him, to effectively destroy 
another man’s life.” 

¢ In 1978, Wayne and Jean Hage pur- 
chased the huge Pine Creek Ranch in Ne- 
vada’s arid Nye County. A few months 
later they were visited by agents of the 
National Park Service, who wanted the 
Hages to sell the ranch to the Park Ser- 
vice for about half of what they had just 
paid. When the Hages refused to sell, the 
harassment began. The U.S. Forest Ser- 
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vice and Bureau of Land Management 
started sending threatening letters, then 
citations and fines, falsely accusing them 
of trespass and attempting to provoke the 
Hages to a physical confrontation. Some 
30 Forest Service riders, armed with 
semi-automatic weapons and bulletproof 
vests, descended on Hage’s ranch and 
took his cattle at gun point. The Hages 
sued for these and other criminal acts, but 
the harassment continued year after year 
as their cases wound through the legal 
system. Even after the Hages won court 
judgments, the government appealed and 
continued the abuses. In June and August 
of this year, Judge Robert C. Jones, chief 
judge of the United States District Court 
of Nevada, issued a stinging condemna- 
tion of the “abhorrent” actions of federal 
agencies in the Hage case and recom- 
mended criminal prosecution of USFS 
and BLM officials under RICO, the fed- 
eral racketeering law. Judge Jones found 
“the government and the agents of the 
government ... entered into a conspiracy, 
a literal, intentional conspiracy, to de- 
prive the Hages of not only their permit 
grazing rights ... but also to deprive them 
of their vested property rights under the 
takings clause.” The federal bureaucrats 
had used illegal means in an attempt “to 


kill the business of Mr. Hage,” said the 
judge. Judge Jones’ opinion, more than 
30 years after the harassment began, was 
a welcome vindication for the Hage fam- 
ily. However, it came too late for Wayne 
and Jean Hage, both of whom had al- 
ready passed away. 

¢ On August 24, 2011, armed agents of 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service raided 
the manufacturing facilities of the Gibson 
Guitar company in Nashville and Mem- 
phis, Tennessee. Initial reports stated that 
Gibson was being charged with illegal 
importation of rare and endangered wood 
for frets on its world-renowned guitars. 
“At issue,” reported Reason.com “is not 
whether the wood in question was en- 
dangered, but whether the wood was the 
correct level of thickness and finish be- 
fore being exported from India.” “India 
is wanting to ensure that raw wood is not 
exported without some labor content from 
India,” said Gibson CEO Henry Juszkie- 
wicz. The company protested that it had 
made good faith efforts to comply with ar- 
cane and confusing regulations and vowed 
to fight the charges. “Gibson is innocent 
and will fight to protect its rights,” Juszkie- 
wicz said. “Gibson has complied with for- 
eign laws and believes it is innocent of any 
wrong doing. We will fight aggressively to 
prove our innocence.” However, on August 
6, 2012, Gibson settled out of court and 
agreed to pay a $300,000 penalty, forfeit 
claims to about $262,000 worth of wood 
seized by federal agents and contribute 
$50,000 to the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation to promote the conservation of 
protected tree species. “We felt compelled 
to settle as the costs of proving our case 
at trial would have cost millions of dol- 
lars and taken a very long time to resolve,” 
Juszkiewicz said in a press statement, add- 
ing, “This allows us to get back to the busi- 
ness of making guitars.” 


Realism and Retribution 

Sadly, for every victim of regulatory op- 
pression like Hubert Vidrine or Wayne 
Hage who fights the federal regulatory 
leviathan and ultimately wins, there are 
many more who fail, or who, like Gibson 
Guitar, count the costs and decide it is not 
worth the time, irritation, and financial 
commitment to “buck the system.” More’s 
the pity, since tyranny thrives when the 
will to resist fails. 
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“Less government, more responsibility, and — with God’s help — a better world.” 


The Rise of the 


The alphabet soup of federal regulatory agencies exercising unconstitutional power was 
planned and instituted by FDR and was modeled after plans by Mussolini and Stalin. 
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FDR’s brain trust launched an alphabet soup of federal agencies that wielded oppressive and 
unconstitutional powers to restructure America through collectivist central planning. 


by William F. Jasper 


rom the very start of President 
renin Delano Roosevelt’s ad- 

ministration, there were unmis- 
takable indications that his ‘““New Deal” 
would be moving in the statist direction. 
Frances Perkins, FDR’s secretary of labor, 
recounted, decades later, a telling occur- 
rence at the first FDR Cabinet meeting. 
She recalled: 


At the first meeting of the Cabinet 
after the President took office in 
1933, the financier and adviser to 
Roosevelt, Bernard Baruch, and Ba- 
ruch’s friend General Hugh Johnson, 
who was to become the head of the 
National Recovery Administration, 
came in with a copy of a book by 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


Gentile, the Italian Fascist theoreti- 
cian, for each member of the Cabinet, 
and we all read it with great care. 


Perkins related the Cabinet story to George 
Rawick, a socialist historian and professor, 
who published the quote above in an essay 
he wrote in 1969 for Radical America, the 
journal of the Students for a Democratic 
Society (SDS). 

The “Brain Trust” that was guiding 
FDR’s new experiment in governance was 
composed of collectivists of various ideol- 
ogies — fascist, socialist, and communist 
— who were all afire with zeal to “trans- 
form” and “restructure” America. Collec- 
tivism was in the air; the intellectuals and 
political classes were enthralled with the 
supposed wonders of central planning that 
were being reported in Italy under the fas- 


cist system of Benito Mussolini (I] Duce, 
“The Leader’) and in Soviet Russia under 
the Communist Party leadership of Josef 
Stalin. “Scientific” control and manage- 
ment of all aspects of society by “highly 
qualified” administrators was all the rage. 

Even Adolf Hitler, who had just been 
installed as Chancellor of Germany a 
month before Roosevelt’s inauguration, 
was in vogue with many “liberals” and 
“progressives.” 

Harold Ickes, FDR’s secretary of the 
interior, admitted years later that “what 
we were doing in this country were some 
of the things that were being done in Rus- 
sia and even some of the things that were 
being done in Germany. But we were 
doing them in an orderly way.” Roosevelt 
himself extolled Mussolini as “that ad- 
mirable Italian gentleman” and told U.S. 
Ambassador to Italy Breckenridge Long, 
“I am much interested and deeply im- 
pressed by what he has accomplished 
and by his evidenced honest purpose of 
restoring Italy.” 

According to the New York Times, the 
general feeling among the ruling class in 
Washington, D.C., at the outset of the new 
FDR administration was that America 
needed a strong autocrat (some even called 
for a dictator) to deal with the economic 
crisis. The atmosphere in our nation’s cap- 
ital was “strangely reminiscent of Rome 
in the first weeks after the march of the 
Blackshirts, of Moscow at the beginning 
of the Five-Year Plan,” the Times reported 
on May 7, 1933. “America today literally 
asks for orders,” the article averred. And 
the new administration is responding, re- 
ported the Times, with a plan that “envis- 
ages a federation of industry, labor and 
government after the fashion of the corpo- 
rative State as it exists in Italy.” 

“If this country ever needed a Musso- 
lini, it needs one now,” said Senator David 
Reed, a Pennsylvania Republican. Walter 
Lippmann, the “dean of American journal- 
ists,” opined that “‘dictatorial powers,’ if 
that is the name for it — is essential.” 
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REGULATORY STATE 


concluded his New Deal book 
should the Russians have 


remaking the world?” 


Mussolini summed up his political 
philosophy in this motto: “All within the 
state, nothing outside the state, nothing 
against the state.” Roosevelt magnani- 
mously agreed to follow Il Duce’s ex- 
ample — if necessary for the good of 
the country. In his Inaugural Address, 
he said he would work with Congress to 
tackle the crisis. But if that proved insuf- 
ficient, he would seek “temporary depar- 
ture,” requesting “broad Executive power 
to wage a war against the emergency, as 
great as the power that would be given 
to me if we were in fact invaded by a 
foreign foe.” 

If the New Deal failed to reach the to- 
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Il Duce (The Leader): FDR and his New Deal 


“Progressives” were enthralled by the supposed efficiency 
and productivity of Mussolini’s Fascist regime in Italy. 
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talitarian heights (or depths) 
of Mussolini’s “total state,” 
it was not for lack of trying. 
Team FDR took full advan- 
tage of the presidential hon- 
eymoon and the bipartisan 
atmosphere to make the first 
100 days of the New Deal a transforma- 
tive epoch. A compliant Congress rushed 
through a torrent of “emergency” legisla- 
tion creating a vast new sea of programs 
and an alphabet soup of new regulatory 
agencies: AAA, NRA, CCC, FCC, TVA, 
SEC, FHA, WPA, NYA, etc. 


Unconstitutional Fourth Branch 

The regulatory agencies that mushroomed 
during the New Deal have continued to 
proliferate and now write more of our 
“laws” than does our elected Congress. 
(See article on page 17.) 

Roosevelt appointed James Lan- 
dis, who was dean of the Harvard Law 
School, to the Federal Trade 
Commission and the Securi- 
ties and Exchange Commis- 
sion. Landis’ chief influence, 
though, may have been through 
his 1938 Yale Law School lec- 
tures, published as The Admin- 
istrative Process, in which he 
openly declaims against the 
constitutional separation of 
powers. According to Landis’ 
The Administrative Process, 
agencies in the modern state 
need to have “not merely legis- 
lative power or simply execu- 
tive power, but whatever power 
might be required to achieve 
the desired results.” 


“By firing squad 
if necessary” 
There were many other simi- 
larly inclined apostles of ab- 
solutism running rampant in 
the New Deal regime. In our 
limited space here, we focus 
on two who were particularly 
noteworthy in advancing the 
destructive processes of the 
administrative state: 

¢ Stuart Chase: A product 
of MIT and Harvard, Chase is 
best known for his 1932 book, 
A New Deal, the title and sub- 


stance of which were adopted as the pro- 
gram of the Roosevelt administration. In 
that book, Chase argued for elimination 
of our free enterprise system “by firing 
squad if necessary.” He hoped the “whole 
vicious pecuniary complex would col- 
lapse as it has in Russia.” 

A member of the Fabian Socialist So- 
ciety, Chase toured Stalin’s Soviet Union 
in 1927, meeting with and interviewing 
Stalin and Trotsky. He described the So- 
viet Five Year Plan as a “courageous and 
unprecedented experiment.” He conclud- 
ed his New Deal book by asking: “Why 
should the Russians have all the fun of 
remaking the world?” 

¢ Rexford Guy Tugwell: An econom- 
ics professor and Fabian Socialist, Tug- 
well toured the Soviet Union with Stu- 
art Chase — and returned to rhapsodize 
about the glories of socialism in the new 
workers’ paradise. 

In an address to the American Econom- 
ic Association in December 1931 Tugwell 
approvingly invoked Stalin’s Russia as a 
vision for America’s future. “There is no 
denying,” he proclaimed, “that the con- 
temporary situation in the United States 
has explosive possibilities. The future is 
becoming visible in Russia.” Moreover, 
he remarked: 


The first series of changes will have 
to do with statutes, with constitu- 
tions, and with government.... It 
will require the laying of rough, 
unholy hands on many a sacred 
precedent, doubtless calling for an 
enlarged and nationalized police 
power for enforcement.... Planning 
will necessarily become a function 
of the federal government; either 
that or the planning agency will 
supersede that government... It has 
already been suggested that busi- 
ness will logically be required to 
disappear. This is not an overstate- 
ment for the sake of emphasis; it is 
literally meant. 


“FDR fundamentally expanded the reach 
and power of the federal government, 
which most Americans now accept, espe- 
cially in times of crisis,” remarked U.S. 
News & World Report in 2009. “And that 
marked a monumental change in Ameri- 
can life” Ml 
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Judge Finds Two Presidents Guilty 


Political commentator Judge Andrew Napolitano’s new book explains how Presidents 
Theodore Roosevelt and Woodrow Wilson led the charge in undermining the Constitution. 


NAPOLITANO 


THEODORE 
WOODROW 


4 WOA ® AN PRE £ 
by Jack Kenny 


Theodore and Woodrow: How Two Amer- 
ican Presidents Destroyed Constitutional 
Freedom, by Judge Andrew P. Napolitano, 
Nashville: Thomas Nelson, 2012, 298 
pages, hardcover. 


mericans have always believed, 
A more or less, in freedom, but lib- 
erty must have been wildly popu- 
lar in the second decade of the 20th cen- 
tury. While the nation’s doughboys were 
“Over There,” fighting for liberty in Eu- 
rope, other Americans were eating liberty 
cabbage (formerly sauerkraut) and keep- 
ing liberty dogs (formerly dachshunds) for 
pets. So great was the epidemic of patrio- 
tism in those heroic days that an undeter- 
mined number of Americans were pleased 
to be infected with liberty measles, rather 
than the German brand. 
If some of that seems vaguely familiar 
now in the 21st century, it may be be- 
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cause foolishness is the world’s most fre- 
quently recycled product, and the United 
States is a large and ready market. When 
France in 2003 refused to support the 
U.S.-led invasion of Iraq, expressions of 
American patriotism took on a decidedly 
anti-French tone. Freedom fries replaced 
French fries on restaurant menus. French 
toast became freedom toast. Fearful of a 
boycott, French’s Mustard Company hired 
a public relations firm to spread the word 
that French’s Mustard is not French, hav- 
ing derived its name from the company’s 
founder, Robert T. French. 

“For the record, French’s would like to 
say there is nothing more American than 
French’s Mustard,” a company press re- 
lease said. 


Complete Power 

for the “National Government” 

But American jingoism is not the only 
or even the worst of the many excesses 
of the so-called Progressive Era that An- 
drew Napolitano sees perpetuated in the 
politics of our time. The retired judge, 
bestselling author, and judicial analyst 
for Fox News argues in his latest book 
that the neocons of the Bush-Cheney 
presidency and the “progressives” of the 
current administration have followed in 
the ill-fated footsteps of the presidents 
he describes in Theodore and Woodrow: 
How Two American Presidents Destroyed 
Constitutional Freedom. 

Napolitano’s indictment of Theodore 
Roosevelt’s presidency (1901-1909) in- 
cludes the creation of the Department of 
Labor and Commerce in 1903. Though the 
Constitution gives Congress the authority 
to regulate commerce among the states, 
Roosevelt, with his new department and 
its Bureau of Corporations, had something 
grander in mind. 

“T have always believed that it would 
be necessary to give the National Gov- 
ernment complete power over the organi- 
zation and capitalization of all business 
concerns engaged in inter-state com- 


merce,” he said. Roosevelt “capitalized 
on the public hysteria” created by Upton 
Sinclair’s The Jungle, Napolitano wrote, 
to push through Congress the Pure Food 
and Drug Act and the Federal Meat In- 
spection Act, both in 1906. Though wide- 
ly viewed as an exposé of the meat-pack- 
ing industry, The Jungle was a novel, and 
Roosevelt regarded it as fiction in more 
than just literary form. “Three-fourths of 
the things he said were absolute false- 
hoods,” Roosevelt said of Sinclair’s book. 
“For some of the remainder there was 
only the basis of truth.” Yet Roosevelt 
supported the legislation, Napolitano 
wrote, to “increase his popularity and 
control over another industry.” 


Caffeine and “Catsup” 

Agents of the newly created Food and 
Drug Administration left no ketchup or 
cola bottle unturned in their relentless 
pursuit of corruption in commerce. Their 
efforts brought food manufacturers, pro- 
cessors, and distributors to the bar of 
justice, leading the way to landmark Su- 
preme Court cases like United States v. 
Two Hundred Cases of Adulterated To- 
mato Catsup. In that 1914 case, the con- 
viction of a ketchup manufacturer over 
“decomposed and adulterated” ketchup 
was upheld, though the court conceded 
there was no proof the ketchup would 
have been harmful to the health of the 
consumer. On the other hand, in United 
States v. Forty Barrels and Twenty Kegs 
of Coca Cola, the high court found the 
caffeine in the soft drink “might render 
the product injurious to health,” a discov- 
ery that might have surprised millions of 
American coffee drinkers. 

The caffeine and ketchup police were 
not the only government agents watching 
over virtually every aspect of the nation’s 
economic life. The Hepburn Act in 1906 
gave the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion authority to set rates for railroads and 
expanded the agency’s regulatory power 
to cover sleeping cars, terminals, bridges, 
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ferryboats, express companies, and oil 
pipelines. Roosevelt’s control over the 
economy grew, along with his reputation 
as a “trustbuster,’ with 40 antitrust suits 
during his two terms as president. In the 
most famous of these cases, Roosevelt’s 
Justice Department prosecuted Standard 
Oil Company of New Jersey for alleged 
unfair practices. After a number of ap- 
peals, the case was ultimately decided in 
the U.S. Supreme Court, which ordered 
that the corporation be dissolved. Napoli- 
tano contends that from its beginnings in 
the 1870s, the company grew in market 
share because of its ability to refine oil ef- 
fectively while cutting costs to consumers. 

“The price of oil actually went from 
sixty cents per barrel when Rockefeller 
and the Standard Oil Company entered the 
industry to less than six cents per barrel at 
the turn of the twentieth century,” wrote 
Napolitano, who describes Roosevelt’s 
zeal for “trustbusting” as pandering to 
the anti-business bias popularized by the 
“muckraking” press. 


The “Fed,” the Tax, and the War 
Roosevelt’s immediate successor, William 
Howard Taft, though generally regarded 
as more conservative and pro-business, 
actually filed and won more antitrust suits 
in his four years in office than Roosevelt 
did in eight. But it was Taft’s refusal to 
support the creation of a central banking 
system with the authority to control the 
monetary and fiscal policy that prompt- 
ed powerful banking interests to support 
Roosevelt’s Progressive Party candidacy 
in 1912. With Roosevelt and Taft split- 
ting the Republican vote, Wilson won the 
three-way contest and signed into law the 
Federal Reserve Act, establishing an un- 
constitutional, privately owned network of 
banks and a centralized banking authority 
that continues to expand or contract the 
supply of paper money and raise or lower 
interest rates according to its own dictates. 
Wilson continued the drive toward 
greater federal regulation of economic 
activity with the signing of the Clayton 
Antitrust Act and legislation to create the 
Federal Trade Commission. The idea of 
taxing personal income gained popular- 
ity in the early part of the 20th century, as 
it was promoted as a means of reducing 
high tariffs. Napolitano noted it was also 
popular among prohibitionists, since the 
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revenue from an income tax 
could replace collections of 
excise taxes on the sale of 
alcohol. The 16th Amend- 
ment to the Constitution, 
authorizing Congress to 
tax income “from whatever 
source derived,” was rati- 
fied in February 1913, and 
Wilson signed legislation 
establishing an income tax 
in October of that year. 

The graduated rates were 
low by today’s standards, 
ranging from one percent on 
incomes of $3,000 a year (or 
$4,000 for married couples) 
to a high of seven percent on 
incomes above $500,000. 
The costs of war dramati- 
cally increased the need for 
more revenue, however, and 
during World War I, Con- 
gress boosted the top rate to 
67 percent in 1917 and 77 
percent in 1918. 


Taking Liberties 
Wealth was not the only thing under siege 
during World War I. The federal govern- 
ment was taking liberty with our freedoms 
as well. Despite being reelected in 1916 on 
the slogan, “He kept us out of war,’ Wilson 
would tolerate no opposition once he had 
cast the nation’s lot with Britain’s king and 
Russia’s czar to “make the world safe for 
democracy.” He urged Congress to pass the 
Espionage and Sedition Acts that were used 
to prosecute and send to prison citizens 
who merely wrote or spoke against the war 
and the military draft. Charles Schenck, 
the general secretary of the Socialist Party, 
was convicted under the Espionage Act for 
distributing pamphlets urging opposition 
to the draft and arguing that it violated the 
13th Amendment prohibition of involun- 
tary servitude. His conviction was upheld 
by the Supreme Court in an opinion written 
by Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes. Holmes 
found Schenck’s exercise of the constitu- 
tionally guaranteed freedom of speech and 
the press “‘a clear and present danger,” lik- 
ening it to “falsely shouting fire in a theatre 
and causing a panic.” 

Not all Americans, fortunately, were so 
dismissive of the First Amendment. Na- 
politano has given us the story of Victor 


Judge Andrew 
P. Napolitano 


Berger, sentenced in 1918 to 20 years in 
prison for antiwar editorials he published 
in several newspapers in Wisconsin. Yet 
Wisconsin voters elected him to the House 
of Representatives that same year. When 
Congress refused to enroll him, the people 
elected him again in a special election to 
fill the empty seat. Berger’s conviction 
was overturned by the Supreme Court in 
1921, and he was elected to three more 
terms in Congress. 

Yet the legacy of the two presidents who 
dominated the first two decades of the last 
century is, Napolitano argues persuasively, 
“a departure from the constitutional struc- 
ture established by the Founders.” Further 
departures have followed, including the 
enactment of a national health insurance 
program and a ruling by a “conservative” 
Supreme Court that the mandate to either 
buy health insurance or pay a penalty falls 
under the taxing power of Congress. 

“Tf the feds can tax us for not doing as 
they have commanded, and that which is 
commanded need not be grounded in the 
Constitution,’ wrote Napolitano, “then 
there is no constitutional limit to their 
power, and the ruling that the power to 
regulate commerce does not encompass 
the power to compel commerce is mere 
sophistry.” 
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Stories of Heroism and 
Bravery Emerge From 
Sandy Hook Tragedy 


When unspeakable tragedy unfolds like 
that of the December 14 school shooting 
at Sandy Hook Elementary in Newtown, 
Connecticut, there are very few words 
that can alleviate the emotional trauma 
that pervades the nation in the wake of 
the horror. However, even in the midst 
of something so tragic as those events, 
stories emerge of heroism and courage 
and miracles that provide some source of 
comfort in an otherwise dark and dread- 
ful place. 

When gunman Adam Lanza broke 
through the school door, school psycholo- 
gist Mary Sherlach and principal Dawn 
Hochsprung put themselves in harm’s 
way to protect the rest of the school, and 
perished in the process. 

District Superintendent Janet Robinson 
said that Hochsprung died while lunging 
at the gunman. Sherlach, who accompa- 
nied Hochsprung to investigate the source 
of the gunfire, was also killed. 

School therapist Diane Day, who was 
sitting in a meeting with Hochsprung and 
Sherlach when the gunman invaded the 
building, said of the two women, “They 
didn’t think twice about confronting or 
seeing what was going on.” 

One of the administrators turned on the 
intercom to alert teachers and staff to the 
events that were unfolding in the front of- 
fice, an act that likely saved many lives, 
as it gave teachers a moment to get their 
students to safety. Carrie Usher, a fourth- 
grade teacher at the school, believes it was 
the principal who turned on the intercom. 

Usher’s class, after hearing the events 
transpire over the intercom, hid in the 
closet, and luckily escaped unharmed. 

“The gunfire was just unbelievable. It 
felt like it lasted for five minutes,” the 
teacher said. “It wouldn’t stop.” 

Meanwhile, another teacher at the 
meeting with the principal noticed that 
there was no lock to secure the door to the 
meeting room, and used her body against 
the door to hold it shut. That teacher was 
shot through the door in the arm and leg. 
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Support started early: Memorials to the 20 children and six adults killed by gunman Adam fanz 
in Newtown, Connecticut, and emotional support for survivors began the day of the shooting. 
And bravery by teachers and support staff started even as the first bullets began to fly. 


Once teachers were alerted to the 
drama unfolding, students who were in 
the hallway were grabbed by teachers 
and brought out of the way of gunfire and 
into their classrooms. One eight-year-old 
student told WCBS-TV that he was on his 
way to the school’s office when a teacher 
helped get him to safety: “I saw some of 
the bullets going down the hall that I was 
right next to and then a teacher pulled me 
into her classroom,” the student said. 

Brave 27-year-old teacher Victoria Soto 
placed herself in the direct line of fire to 
protect her students. 

While the exact details of Victoria’s en- 
counter with the gunman are a bit murky, 
the one item that remains unchanged is 
that she put the lives of her students be- 
fore her own. Initial stories circulating on 
the Internet indicated that Soto was able 
to hide her students in closets and cabinets 
in her room before she was confronted by 
the gunman. The stories claimed that Vic- 
toria told Lanza that her students were in 
the gym before she was killed and that her 
students escaped unscathed. 

According to one of Soto’s students, 
Aidan, however, those details are not en- 
tirely accurate. Aidan explains that when 
the students first heard the gunshots, 
which sounded like “falling hammers,” 


Soto moved her first-grade students to the 
other side of the room, following school 
lockdown procedures. Moments later, the 
gunman appeared in Soto’s doorway. Vic- 
toria then positioned herself in front of the 
students, and Lanza shot her. Five other 
students were killed as well, but the rest 
of Soto’s class managed to run out of the 
room, past the gunman and escape to safety. 

Aidan’s father explains, “They ran past 
the guy. He was standing in the doorway, 
and they just ran right past him.” 

Aidan and his classmates ran out of the 
building toward the main road, where they 
were picked up by a woman who drove 
them to the police station. 

Another teacher, Kaitlin Roig, was able 
to save her students and herself from the 
unfathomable evil that invaded the build- 
ing on that fateful day. 

When the shooting began, Roig imme- 
diately closed her door and hurried her 
students into their class bathroom. She 
piled them into the bathroom, and bar- 
ricaded the door with a wheeled storage 
unit so as to give the bathroom the appear- 
ance of being a storage space. 

“We all got in there. I locked us in,” 
explained Roig. “I don’t know if [the gun- 
man] came in the room.... I just told them 
we have to be absolutely quiet.” 
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“If they started crying, I would take 
their face and tell them, ‘It’s going to be 
OK,’” she continued. “I wanted that to be 
the last thing they heard, not the gunfire 
in the hall.” 

According to Roig, she did her best to 
remain strong, but she believed that she 
and her students were going to die. She 
wanted to be assured that the last thing 
the students heard were heartfelt words 
of love. 

“T thought we were all going to die. I 
told the kids I love them and I was so 
happy they were my students. I said any- 
one who believed in the power of the 
prayer, we need to pray and those who 
don’t believe in prayer, think happy 
thoughts,” Roig recalled. 

Roig and her students managed to sur- 
vive the ordeal. 

A special-needs teacher, Anne Marie 
Murphy, was found in her classroom 
slumped over young children killed in the 
shooting. Police believe she was using 
her body to shield her students. One stu- 
dent, Dylan Hockley, six, was found dead 
in her arms. 

“We take great comfort in knowing 
that Dylan was not alone when he died,” 
said Dylan’s parents, Ian and Nicole 
Hockley. 


AP Images 


Police indicate that special-education 
aide Rachel D’Avino died in the same 
way, Shielding one of the students dur- 
ing the rampage. D’Avino was unaware 
that her boyfriend, Anthony Cerritelli, 
had planned to ask her to marry him 
on Christmas Eve. Just days before the 
shooting, Cerritelli had asked her parents’ 
permission to do so. 

Students proved to be resourceful and 
heroic in the midst of this tragedy as well. 

Parent Robert Licata told WABC-TV 
that when Lanza burst into the classroom 
of his six-year-old son and shot the teach- 
er, his son grabbed his friends and ran out 
the door to safety. “That’s when my son 
grabbed a bunch of his friends and ran out 
the door,” he said. “He was very brave. 
He waited for his friends.” 

A six-year-old girl, whose name is not 
being released, was the lone survivor of 
one of the two first-grade classrooms. 
She managed to live by tricking the gun- 
man by playing dead, explained the girl’s 
pastor. 

“She ran out of the school building 
covered from head to toe with blood and 
the first thing she said to her mom was, 
‘Mommy, I’m OK but all my friends are 
dead,’” Pastor Jim Solomon told ABC 
News’ Lara Spencer this weekend. 


She tried: The word “hope” was on the front lawn of the funeral home hosting the wake of Sandy 
Hook Elementary School Principal Dawn Lafferty Hochsprung. She was killed by Adam Lanza 
when she rushed toward the sound of gunfire to intercede. 
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“Somehow, in that moment, by God’s 
grace, [she] was able to act as she was al- 
ready deceased,” he said. 

And some of the children who managed 
to escape with their lives were fortunate 
enough to find refuge and comfort at a 
nearby home. 

Yahoo! News reported that Gene 
Rosen, a man who lives near Sandy Hook 
Elementary School, took six small chil- 
dren into his home after they had escaped 
Soto’s classroom and did his best to pro- 
vide them comfort in their hour of need. 

Rosen had discovered the six children 
sitting in his driveway with a school bus 
driver. Rosen approached the group and 
one little boy explained, “We can’t go 
back to school. Our teacher is dead. Mrs. 
Soto; we don’t have a teacher.” 

Yahoo! News writes, “Rosen, a 
69-year-old retired psychologist, took the 
four girls and two boys into his home, and 
over the next few hours, gave them toys, 
listened to their stories and called their 
frantic parents.” 

He took the children for walks around 
his property, gave them an armful of 
stuffed animals he kept in his home, fed 
them, and sat with them to listen to their 
tales of horror. 

The children’s parents arrived to pick 
them up from Rosen’s home, but Rosen 
recalled with horror an encounter with a 
parent whose child was not at his home. A 
frantic mother knocked on Rosen’s door 
hours after the last child left, asking if her 
little boy was there. “Her face looked fro- 
zen in terror,” Rosen said, breaking down 
in tears. 

“She thought maybe a miracle from 
God would have the child at my house,” 
he said. Later, “I looked at the casualty 
list ... and his name was on it.” 

These stories offer a glimpse of grace 
in an otherwise tragic situation. At this 
time, little can be said or done to take 
away the pain felt by a nation, a commu- 
nity, and the families and friends close to 
this horrific ordeal. But those who wish to 
help the victims and town of Sandy Hook 
and Newtown, Connecticut, may be of 
assistance through emotional support, fi- 
nancial aid, or volunteer work. Hf 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Robert McCormick strikes a 
dignified pose in this photo 
taken on April 13, 1938. 
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Champion of Freedom and Noninterventionism 


Not long ago, the head of one of Chicago’s largest 
newspapers not only counselled against supersized, 


warmongering government, but fought for the “little guy.” 


by Warren Mass 


he man addressing the Lincoln Club 

in Jackson, Michigan, on February 
15, 1940 pulled no punches in his 
criticism of the current president, Frank- 
lin D. Roosevelt. Regarding Roosevelt’s 
exploitation of the economic turmoil cre- 


ated by the Great Depression to greatly 
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increase the power of the presidency, the 
speaker stated: 


The fact is that with the country 
stunned by the depression, which he 
had so ably aggravated, Mr. Roosevelt 
struck for a dictatorship. 

A coterie of conspirators drafted a 
law fraudulently named the National 


IS-FORY. 


Recovery Act, which purported to 
create codes of fair trade practice, 
and to increase wages and decrease 
hours of work. 

Under this camouflage a tyranny 
was set up with a chief commissar 
and deputy commissars, appointed 
by the President, not confirmed by 
the Senate, and not subject to civil 
service. 


While heaping criticism upon FDR for 
establishing an unconstitutional centraliza- 
tion of power in Washington, the speaker 
recalled a visit he had made to Germany in 
1933, six months after Hitler had become 
chancellor. The American visitor was en- 
gaged in conversation with the proprietor 
of the Hotel Adlon in Berlin when one of 
Hitler’s brownshirts walked in. He recalled: 


While I was talking to this kindly 
benefactor, I was astounded that an 
arrogant youth in boots and brown 
shirt ... entered, and addressed him 
in that rough and overbearing manner 
which was a shocking surprise then, 
but which we have now become ac- 
customed to expect from New Deal 
functionaries. 


The speaker in Michigan that day also 
drew parallels between Roosevelt’s Ten- 
nessee Valley Authority (TVA) and similar 
programs in the Soviet Union, even quot- 
ing from a statement by a White House 
policymaker that eventually the U.S. gov- 
ernment would own and operate all elec- 
trical utility companies in America. 

He was also highly critical of Roos- 
evelt’s recognition of the communist gov- 
ernment of the Soviet Union, stating: 


When President Roosevelt made the 
treaty with the Soviets in Decem- 
ber, 1933, and entertained one of 
the arch-murderers of Russia in the 
White House, the truth should have 
been apparent, and the acceptance of 
Soviet support in the election of 1932 
might have been suspected. 


The speaker also criticized the Roosevelt- 
“packed” Supreme Court, noting: “The 
new Supreme Court daily strikes down the 
rights which for 160 years the Constitution 
has guaranteed the citizen.” 
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Finishing up his talk, the speaker cited 
a timeless parable told by Abraham Lin- 
coln in which Lincoln had said that when 
the framed timbers of a house fit together 
perfectly, it was evidence that “Stephen 
and Franklin and Roger and James all un- 
derstood each other from the beginning, 
and all worked upon a common plan, or 
draft, drawn up before the first blow was 
struck.” 

The story has long been used by those 
making a case for the existence of politi- 
cal conspiracies to indicate that Lincoln 
was well aware of their existence. The 
speaker evidently concurred with this 
view, continuing: 


On this occasion of national peril 
it is surely possible to suspect that 
[Communist Party USA leader] Earl 
[Browder] and Franklin [Roosevelt] 
and [Supreme Court Justice] Hugo 
[Black] and [labor leader] John [L. 
Lewis] all understood each other 
from the beginning and all worked 
on a common plan, or draft, drawn 
up before the first blow was struck. 


Who was this speaker who so boldly com- 
pared the policies of President Roosevelt 
to Nazi dictator Hitler and Soviet dicta- 
tor Lenin? And who, citing a classic story 
told by Abraham Lincoln, for all practical 
purposes, accused President Roosevelt of 
being part of a conspiracy to deprive the 
American people of their freedom? 

The speaker was Col. Robert R. Mc- 
Cormick, editor and publisher of the 
Chicago Tribune. After taking over the 


family-owned Chicago Tribune, Robert 
R. McCormick built the newspaper into a 
leading voice against Woodrow Wilson’s 
League of Nations, the big government of 
Franklin D. Roosevelt’s New Deal, and the 
foreign interventionism that would take 
the United States into World War II. 


Making the Man 

McCormick was born in Chicago in 
1880, the son of U.S. diplomat Robert 
Sanderson McCormick, who was, in 
turn, the nephew of the famous inventor 
Cyrus McCormick, the founder of the 
McCormick Harvesting Machine Com- 
pany. McCormick’s mother, the former 
Kate Medill, was the daughter of Joseph 
Medill, co-owner of the Chicago Tribune 
and mayor of Chicago from 1871-1873. 

McCormick spent much of his child- 
hood in Europe, first in London, where 
his father served as a staff secretary to 
U.S. Ambassador to the United Kingdom 
Robert Todd Lincoln (son of Abraham 
Lincoln), and then in Austria-Hungary, 
Russia, and France, when his father be- 
came U.S. ambassador to those nations, 
successively. After returning to the United 
States, McCormick graduated from Yale 
in 1903, then studied law at Northwestern 
University and was admitted to the Illinois 
bar in 1907. 

The young McCormick became the 
joint editor and publisher of the Tribune 
in 1914, sharing those responsibilities 
with his cousin, Joseph Medill Patterson. 
Robert and cousin Joe had been boyhood 
pals who had once run away from their 
mothers while vacationing on the island 


of Nassau with the intention of joining up 
with pirates! The cousins assumed con- 
trol of the paper when its editor, Robert’s 
older brother, Medill McCormick, decid- 
ed to resign and go into politics, and the 
stockholders approved them as his joint 
successors who would take turns running 
the paper. During periods when cousin 
Joe was managing the paper, Robert 
would venture into the forests of Canada, 
partially for the sheer adventure of it, but 
also to find timberlands the newspaper 
might acquire to manufacture its own 
newsprint. 

McCormick’s explorations eventually 
led to the establishment of the Tribune’s 
newsprint manufacturing mills in Thorold, 
Ontario, and Baie-Comeau, Quebec. The 
company operated a fleet of 12 ships to 
transport rolls of paper from the mills to 
the plants that printed both the Tribune 
and its sister publication, the New York 
Daily News. These operations assured the 
Tribune newspapers of a reliable supply of 
newsprint and were indicative of McCor- 
mick’s business acuity. 

A summary of McCormick’s career 
highlights found on the website of Tri- 
bune-owned radio station WGN (the call 
letters WGN stand for “World’s Greatest 
Newspaper,” a nickname affixed to the 
Tribune by McCormick) notes that he be- 
came fascinated by radio back in the 1920s 
and was determined to get the newspaper 
involved in the new medium, and WGN 
started broadcasting in 1924. (WGN TV 
followed in 1948.) 

A loyal Chicagoan, McCormick said 
about the broadcast venture: “We decided 
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This 1930s- to early 1940s-era postcard photo depicts the Chicago Tribune-owned WGN radio studio. The radio station was one of Robert 


McCormick’s most prized projects. 
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Group memorial: This battle monument was erected in Cantigny, France, and is dedicated to the 
first participation of a U.S. Army division in WWI, a battle in which Robert McCormick played a 
key role, commanding the artillery. McCormick later became a noted noninterventionist. 


that at all cost WGN must be a Chicago 
station, not the Chicago outlet of a New 
York network. We determined that a great 
radio station must be created in Chicago, 
the gateway city between East and West, 
through which pass the nation’s artists. It 
may be to accomplish our ideals, we shall 
have to make Chicago the radio center of 
America. In any event, by means of its 
electrical facilities, its studio equipment, 
its central location for obtaining art- 
ists, and, above all, by its independence, 
WGN will be the outstanding station of 
America.” 

What distinguished McCormick as a 
newspaper publisher, however, was not 
his business sense but his adherence to 
constitutionally conservative principles of 
American political philosophy, a rare trait 
in the industry. One of his few contempo- 
rary counterparts sharing similar ideologi- 
cal views was R.C. Hoiles, who bought the 
Santa Ana Register in 1935. William Loeb 
II, a newspaperman of similar conserva- 
tive sentiments, would acquire the Man- 
chester Union Leader in 1946. However, 
both papers were considerably smaller 
than the Tribune in circulation. 

A biography of McCormick found at 
the website of the First Division Museum 
at Cantigny (located on McCormick’s for- 
mer estate near Wheaton, Illinois, which 
he named after the village of Cantigny, 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


France, site of the first American victory 
in World War I) noted that McCormick re- 
ceived a commission as a major in the U.S. 
Army’s First Calvary in 1916. He was sent 
to southern Texas that year as part of Gen- 
eral John J. Pershing’s Mexican Border 
Campaign waged against the paramilitary 
forces of Mexican revolutionary Francisco 
“Pancho” Villa. 

In 1917, when McCormick’s unit be- 
came part of the First Infantry Division, 
he reported to General Pershing’s head- 
quarters in France. He served with the 
5th Field Artillery of the American Ex- 
peditionary Forces from April 20 to May 
28, 1918, and fought during the Battle of 
Cantigny on May 28, 1918. The U.S. vic- 
tory at Cantigny assured the French that 
American troops could be a formidable 
force against the Germans. 

The American Battle Monuments Com- 
mission erected a monument in the village 
of Cantigny, and Col. McCormick — who 
had commanded the Ist Battalion of the 
5th Field Artillery regiment at the battle 
— was invited by General Pershing to de- 
liver a speech at the dedication on August 
9, 1937. 

Colonel McCormick was awarded the 
Distinguished Service Medal by President 
Wilson through General Pershing for his 
military service, accompanied by a cita- 
tion that read, in part: 


For exceptionally meritorious and 
distinguished services. As command- 
er of the Ist Battalion, 5th Field Ar- 
tillery, in the Ansauville Sector and 
in the Cantigny Sector, France ... he 
displayed rare leadership and orga- 
nizing ability, unusual executive abil- 
ity, and sound technical judgment. 
By his ceaseless energy and his close 
supervision of training, discipline 
and command in action against the 
enemy he contributed materially to 
the successful operations of the artil- 
lery of the American Expeditionary 
Forces. 


Beginning Editorial Battles 

After the war and back at the Tribune, 
McCormick and his staff fought their first 
battle against what many now call “inter- 
nationalism.” 

In a speech delivered to a joint session 
of Congress on January 8, 1918, President 
Wilson had unveiled his proposed Four- 
teen Points, which had been developed by 
a team of foreign policy advisors led by 
Wilson’s highly influential mentor, Ed- 
ward Mandell House. The last of the 14 
points reads as follows: “A general asso- 
ciation of nations must be formed under 
specific covenants for the purpose of af- 
fording mutual guarantees of political 
independence and territorial integrity to 
great and small states alike.” 

It was, of course, a call for the forma- 
tion of the League of Nations. 

The postwar Paris Peace Conference — 
at which Wilson was considered to be one 
of the “big four” figures, along with the 
leaders of Britain, France, and Italy — ap- 
proved the proposal to create the League 
of Nations on January 25, 1919, but it was 
not until June 1 that the team working out 
the details of the league had a draft treaty 
they felt was ready for public examination. 

A little more than a week later, on 
June 9, the Tribune ran a headline read- 
ing “Tribune Has Treaty,” followed by a 
news dispatch from veteran foreign corre- 
spondent Frazier Hunt, who had recently 
been in Russia covering the revolution 
there. On his return trip, Hunt stopped in 
Paris and managed to obtain a 416-word 
document entitled “Conditions of Peace,” 
which was a draft of the League of Na- 
tions treaty. Hunt carried the document 
in the bottom of his World War I-style kit 
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The speaker also drew parallels between 
Roosevelt's Tennessee Valley Authority 
and similar programs in the Soviet Union, 


even quoting from a statement by a White 
House policymaker that eventually the 
USS. government would own and operate 
all electrical utility companies in America. 


bag from Paris to Chicago, where he de- 
livered it to the Tribune. Public reaction 
to Hunt’s actions was somewhat varied, 
akin to today’s opinions of WikiLeaks 
founder Julian Assange. “I was called 
everything from a public benefactor to 
a traitor who should be publicly hung,” 
Hunt recalled in his autobiography, One 
American and His Attempt at Education, 
published in 1938. 

After the draft appeared in the Tribune, 
Sen. William E. Borah (R-Idaho) had 
the entire text entered into the Congres- 
sional Record, and the following day the 
New York Times published a special sec- 
tion including every word of the docu- 
ment. Borah, along with senators Henry 
Cabot Lodge of Massachusetts and Hiram 
W. Johnson of California, among others, 
fought strenuously against ratifica- 
tion of the Treaty of Versailles and 
the establishment of the League of 
Nations. An article in Wikipedia 
notes: “During 1919, Borah and 


son had brought suit against 
two Chicago papers for $10 
million after the newspa- 
pers had criticized “Big 
Bill’s” mismanagement of 
city affairs. The judge hear- 
ing the case held that the ar- 
ticles printed in the Tribune 
were neither seditious nor 
libelous. 

The Tribune also gave 
legal and financial support 
to a small Minnesota news- 
paper called the Saturday Press, aid in- 
strumental in that newspaper’s successful 
legal battle against Minnesota’s Public 
Nuisance Law of 1925, in a case that was 
appealed to the Supreme Court as Near 
v. Minnesota. 

Among the many figures targeted edi- 
torially in the Saturday Press had been 
Hennepin County Attorney Floyd B. 
Olson, who in 1927 filed a complaint 
against the paper’s publishers, Jay M. 
Near and Howard A. Guilford, citing 
the Public Nuisance Law of 1925, also 
known as the “Minnesota Gag Law.” 
The law provided for permanent injunc- 
tions against those who created a “public 
nuisance” by publishing, selling, or dis- 
tributing a “malicious, scandalous and 
defamatory newspaper.” On November 


22, 1927, Judge Matthias Baldwin of the 
Hennepin County District Court issued a 
temporary injunction that barred the de- 
fendants from editing, publishing, or cir- 
culating the Saturday Press or any other 
publication containing material to which 
the county attorney objected. The injunc- 
tion was appealed to the Minnesota Su- 
preme Court, which upheld it and sent the 
case back to the Hennepin County Dis- 
trict Court. Near and Guilford renewed 
their objection to the constitutionality of 
the Public Nuisance Law, but Judge Bald- 
win overruled their objection. 

The case was appealed again to the 
Minnesota Supreme Court, which once 
more ruled against them. Near alone then 
appealed the case to the U.S. Supreme 
Court, which ruled in his favor. The High 
Court decision said: 


We hold the statute, so far as it au- 
thorized the proceedings in this action 
under clause (b) [723] of section one, 
to be an infringement of the liberty 
of the press guaranteed by the Four- 
teenth Amendment. We should add 
that this decision rests upon the oper- 
ation and effect of the statute, without 
regard to the question of the truth of 
the charges contained in the particu- 
lar periodical. The fact that the public 


ORIGIN OF THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS 


Johnson toured the country speak- 
ing against the treaty in response 
to Wilson’s speaking tour support- 
ing it. Borah’s impassioned speech 
on the Senate floor in opposition 
to the treaty and the League of Na- 
tions contributed to the Senate’s 
ultimate rejection of it.” 
McCormick’s next battle was 
one for freedom of the press. 
Among the significant legal 
cases that the Tribune found it- 
self in was City of Chicago v. 
Chicago Tribune, a 1923 deci- 
sion in which the courts ruled in 
favor of the newspaper after the 
city brought suit against the Tri- 
bune for running editorials criti- 
cal of Chicago Mayor William 
“Big Bill” Thompson. Thomp- 
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January 8th. 1918 Fourteen Points 
laid down by President Wilson 
as the basis of world peace. (*) 

January 25th, tog. League accept 


ed in princ iple. 


April 28th, r9r9, Covenant adopted 


January 16th, 1920. First meet- 


ing of Council at Paris. 


November rst, 1920, League 
Headquarters moved from 


London to Geneva. 


November 15th, 1920. First Meet 


ing of Assembly at Geneva 


January roth, rgz0, League came 
into being; Secretariat established 
in London 
Weodrew WILSON 
*\ THE FOURTEENTH POINT 
" A General Aweextation of Nations must be formed under speciiic covenants for the purpose of affording otual 
guarantoes of political independence amd territarial integrity to great and amall States alike * 


President Woodrow Wilson proposed the League of Nations among his Fourteen Points, which had been 
developed by a team of foreign policy advisors led by Wilson’s influential mentor, Edward Mandell House. 
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officers named in this case, and those 
associated with the charges of official 
dereliction, may be deemed to be im- 
peccable cannot affect the conclusion 
that the statute imposes an unconstitu- 
tional restraint upon publication. 


The reason for the court citing the 14th 
Amendment, rather than the First Amend- 
ment, which is traditionally used to de- 
fend freedom of the press, is that the First 
Amendment, interpreted strictly, applies 
only to Congress and the federal govern- 
ment, not to the states. However under the 
“incorporation doctrine,” a series of Su- 
preme Court decisions has held that most 
provisions of the Bill of Rights also apply 
to the state and local governments, by vir- 
tue of the due process clause of the 14th 
Amendment. 

Near v. Minnesota was considered a 
landmark case defining freedom of the 
press, and the role of McCormick and the 
Tribune in supporting the appellant made 
them important figures in that battle. 

The First Division Museum’s biogra- 
phy of McCormick states: “McCormick’s 
strongest efforts were against the poli- 
cies and actions of President Franklin D. 
Roosevelt. McCormick’s support of lim- 
ited government clashed with Roosevelt’s 
New Deal government activism.” 

McCormick’s opposition to FDR was 
not partisan, however, but based on his 
disdain for the unconstitutional growth of 
the federal government. He once said that 
Herbert Hoover was “the greatest state so- 
cialist in history.” 

Until Roosevelt, presumably. 

McCormick’s opposition to Roosevelt’s 
New Deal led him to support the Republican 
nominee, Kansas Governor Alfred Landon, 
in 1936. Ina 1997 review of the The Colonel 
(a McCormick biography) in the New York 
Times, David M. Kennedy wrote: 


As the campaign began, The T7ri- 
bune headlined: “Only 97 days left 
to save your country!” — a warning 
that McCormick ordered Tribune 
switchboard operators to repeat, 
with appropriate countdown as 
election day approached, to every 
incoming caller. “Mr. Roosevelt is a 
Communist,” McCormick editorial- 
ized, an opinion he never saw any 
reason to qualify. 
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President Franklin D. Roosevelt is applauded by several representatives and senators after 
signing the bill creating the Tennessee Valley Authority on May 18, 1933. 


Prodding Presidential Policies 

As both the Great Depression and the New 
Deal lingered on throughout the 1930s, 
and the threat of war appeared on the ho- 
rizon, McCormick — who as a veteran 
of what was then known simply as The 
World War knew the grim realities of such 
a conflict — turned his attention toward 
warning Americans not to make the same 
mistake twice. 

In his critical biography McCormick 
of Chicago, author Frank C. Waldrop re- 
viewed a key moment in McCormick’s 
early assessment of President Roosevelt’s 
intention to drag the United States into 
war. On October 5, 1937, Roosevelt visited 
Chicago to dedicate a new bridge. How- 
ever, Roosevelt’s foreign policy comments 
during the speech provoked McCormick’s 
following editorial reaction in the Tribune: 


At the dedication of the new bridge, 
Mr. Roosevelt repeated his declara- 
tion that he hates war. He repeated 
his determination to avoid it. The 
crowd applauded. He was expressing 
their inmost desire. The crowd also 
applauded Mr. Wilson when he cam- 
paigned on the slogan, “He kept us 
out of war.” They accepted his word 
and did not examine the meaning of 


diplomatic acts. A month after his in- 
auguration, America was in the war. 


Without using the word “conspiracy,” Wal- 
drop attempted to discredit McCormick’s 
belief that wars are not accidents of his- 
tory, but are instigated by forces behind 
the scenes: 


In 1917, as one of Pershing’s staff in- 
vestigators, McCormick took fully to 
the view that somehow the world is 
run mostly from behind an arras. The 
intrigues within the French Cabinet 
were to McCormick the essence of 
real power at work. And all he had 
seen or learned in his life came to- 
gether in 1937 to make it plain. As 
McCormick understood events, Wil- 
son was not trapped and beset by 
forces beyond his reckoning. He was 
a liar who had betrayed public trust; 
not driven, but driver. And in Franklin 
D. Roosevelt, he saw another Wilson, 
a President to put the United States 
into war against its will. 


Waldrop was apparently unfamiliar with, 
or also took exception to, the words of the 
British Prime Minister Benjamin Disreali, 
who once said: “For you see, the world 
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McCormick’s colleagues on the America First Committee included (left to right) John T. Flynn, Sen. Burton K. Wheeler (D-Mont.), renowned aviator 


Charles Lindbergh, Jr., and former U.S. Ambassador to Belgium John Cudahy. 


is governed by very different personages 
from what is imagined by those who are 
not behind the scenes.” 

With the invasion of Poland by Ger- 
many, Slovakia, and the Soviet Union in 
September 1939, war in Europe became a 
reality, and Americans who remembered 
U.S. intervention in the first World War 
stood ready to register their opposition. 

A year after war started in Poland, on 
September 4, 1940, R. Douglas Stuart, Jr., 
a student at Yale Law School and heir to the 
Quaker Oats Company fortune, organized 
the America First Committee (AFC) to 
support enforcement of the Neutrality Acts 
of 1935, 1936, 1937, and 1939, respective- 
ly, and to oppose U.S. intervention in what 
would become World War II. Joining Stuart 


sommitment we make on the 
d of Europe or Asia is a serious 
our national future, undertaken 


the benefit of American 


and companies and foreign 
fattening on our bloodmoney.” 


— Robert R. McCormick 
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were fellow Yale Law students, including 
future President Gerald Ford, future Peace 
Corps Director Sargent Shriver, and future 
Supreme Court Justice Potter Stewart. 

The students asked Gen. Robert E. 
Wood, the chairman of Sears, Roebuck and 
Co., to head America First, and when Wood 
accepted, AFC’s headquarters was moved 
to Chicago. Prominent members of the 
committee were to include Senators Bur- 
ton Wheeler of Montana and William A. 
Borah of Idaho, the distinguished journalist 
John T. Flynn (who would author The Truth 
About Pearl Harbor and The Final Secret of 
Pearl Harbor; As We Go Marching; While 
You Slept: Our Tragedy in Asia and Who 
Made It; McCarthy: His War on American 
Reds, and the Story of Those Who Oppose 
Him; and many other works), 
and its best known spokes- 
man, aviator Charles Lind- 
bergh, Jr. (the son of Con- 
gressman Charles Lindbergh, 
Sr., a leading opponent to the 
establishment of the Federal 
Reserve System). 

America First received 
generous financial support 
from business leaders, includ- 
ing the previously mentioned 
Gen. Wood; conservative 
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publisher William H. Regnery (who would 
finance the creation of Human Events in 
1944); H. Smith Richardson of the Vick 
Chemical Company; Sterling Morton of 
the Morton Salt Company; Robert Mc- 
Cormick’s cousin, Joseph Patterson, who 
published the New York Daily News and, 
of course, McCormick himself. 

America First would issue a statement 
of four basic principles: 


¢ The United States must build an 
impregnable defense for America. 

¢ No foreign power, nor group of 
powers, can successfully attack a pre- 
pared America. 

¢ American democracy can be pre- 
served only by keeping out of the Eu- 
ropean war. 

¢ “Aid short of war” weakens na- 
tional defense at home and threatens 
to involve America in war abroad. 


The last principle was a direct objection to 
Roosevelt’s proposed “Lend Lease” pro- 
gram, officially entitled “An Act to Further 
Promote the Defense of the United States.” 

The AFC was dissolved four days after 
Japanese forces attacked Pearl Harbor on 
December 7, 1941. 

On December 11 the committee leaders 
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met and voted to dissolve the organization. 
The AFC’s leaders issued the following 
statement to the press: 


Our principles were right. Had they 
been followed, war could have been 
avoided. No good purpose can now 
be served by considering what might 
have been, had our objectives been 
attained. 

We are at war. Today, though there 
may be many important subsidiary 
considerations, the primary objective 
is not difficult to state. It can be com- 
pletely defined in one word: Victory. 


Conservative commentator Pat Buchanan 
praised America First in a 2004 article 
entitled “The Resurrection of ‘America 
First,’ ” calling America First “the greatest 
of all anti-war movements” and observing: 
“The achievements of that organization 
are monumental.” 


Same Old Situation 

Following World War I, McCormick 
would continue his involvement in public 
affairs. On May 24, 1952, he delivered a 
broadcast on the Tribune-owned WGN in 
which he said: 


——— . 


Smoke rises from ships struck by Japanese aircraft at Pearl Harbor on December 7, 1941. Organized 


Every commitment we make on the 
mainland of Europe or Asia is a se- 
rious danger to our national future, 
undertaken solely for the benefit of 
American individuals and companies 
and foreign countries fattening on our 
bloodmoney.... 

That is why every believer in 
Americanism, every lover of free- 
dom, must eschew NATO, the North 
Atlantic Federation, the United Na- 
tions, and all the evils they have in 
store for us, and with them, their 
leaders. 


McCormick supported Ohio Senator Rob- 
ert A. Taft for the Republican nomination 
in 1952, and a month after the GOP nomi- 
nated Gen. Dwight D. Eisenhower, Mc- 
Cormick said in a radio address: “I think 
the time has come to organize another 
party. I will not say a third party because 
there have been over thirty parties in the 
history of our country. I will not say a 
new party because we must draw upon 
people of similar beliefs in both of the 
old parties.” 

McCormick suggested that the new 
party be called “The American Party.” 

During his address, McCormick said, “I 
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opposition to U.S. intervention in World War II evaporated following the attack. 
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can see no benefit in changing ‘Me, too,’ 
Dewey for ‘I, Too,’ Ike, who was nominat- 
ed and is entirely surrounded by men who 
know exactly what they want — which is 
not the good of the country.” 

McCormick called Democrat nominee 
Adlai Stevenson “the nominee of the CIO 
[labor organization] for which the present 
Democratic party is merely a false face, 
which intends to destroy utterly private 
initiative and private property.” 

McCormick advised: 


Between these two candidates no 
choice is left for the voters. As Frank- 
lin Roosevelt said, “They planned it 
that way.” 

Do not vote for either of these two 
candidates. Concentrate on voting for 
patriotic candidates for Congress in 
both parties. 


McCormick ended his address by naming 
candidates he thought were suitable for 
election, stating: “If I were a resident of 
Virginia, I would vote for Senator Harry 
Byrd. Every patriot in Wisconsin will vote 
for Senator Joseph McCarthy.” 

Other senators recommended by Mc- 
Cormick included William F. Knowland 
of California, John W. Bricker of 
Ohio, and William E. Jenner of 
Indiana, all prominent conserva- 
tives of their day. Interestingly, he 
recommended the future pro-fam- 
ily champion and opponent of the 
Equal Rights Amendment Phyllis 
Stewart Schlafly as a congressio- 
nal candidate from Illinois. 

McCormick died at his estate, 
Cantigny, on April 1, 1955. The 
museum at Cantigny notes that 
“his will established the Robert 
R. McCormick Charitable Trust, 
known today as the Robert R. 
McCormick Foundation, which 
established Cantigny as a public 
park, and is committed to foster- 
ing communities of educated, in- 
formed and engaged citizens.” 

During his 44 years as editor 
and publisher of the Chicago Tri- 
bune, McCormick used the power 
of the press to fight for limited 
government, national sovereignty, 
and freedom from senseless for- 
eign interventionism. Hf 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
LG eee 6 SEE 


“One Right by His Ear” 


An elderly man from Apple Valley, Cali- 
fornia, was forced to use a firearm to de- 
fend his property on the night of Decem- 
ber 6. The senior citizen, who wished to 
remain anonymous, told the Daily Press 
that he owns a few rental properties in the 
area. When he went by one of his proper- 
ties on the morning of December 6, he dis- 
covered that the door had been kicked in 
and the home was burglarized. After call- 
ing the police and filing a report, he left 
the property to drop off a list of the items 
that had been stolen, which included the 
contents of a gun case. The elderly man 
returned to the burglarized home at around 
10 p.m. and noticed that the door was ajar. 
The property owner entered the home with 
his hand on his pistol and saw three young 
men inside. “One of the guys moved to- 
ward me, so I put one right by his ear,” the 
homeowner told the Daily Press. “Another 
guy came running down the hall and I fired 
three shots at him.” He told police that two 
of the men dove through windows, and the 
third ran out the open door. According to 
the Daily Press, the elderly homeowner 
did not believe he hit any of the three in- 
truders, whom he described as “clean-cut 
males under 25 years old.” Police found no 
blood on the scene, but also could not find 
one of the bullets the man fired. 

The Daily Press reported that on De- 
cember 12, a body was found on the back 
porch of a nearby home. The dead man was 
identified as 37-year-old Hesperia, Cali- 
fornia, resident Steve Fragoso, one of the 
suspects in the December 6 Apple Valley 
burglary. Also on December 12, police ar- 
rested 29-year-old Nathan White of Apple 
Valley, a second suspect in the burglary. 
White is charged with burglary and grand 
theft with a firearm. Charles Coldwell has 
also been charged as the third suspect in 
the burglary, and a warrant was out for his 
arrest at the time of this writing. 


Burglar Calls 911 on 
Armed Homeowner 


In an entertaining twist on a familiar story, 
it was a suspected burglar who called po- 
lice after being confronted by an armed 
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homeowner. Shortly after midnight on De- 
cember 5, 41-year-old Christopher Lance 
Moore allegedly broke into the home of 
James Gerow and his family in Spring- 
town, Texas. The local ABC News affiliate 
reported that Moore, who had a criminal 
record that included theft and drug infrac- 
tions, later told police that he entered the 
home with “bad intentions.” The home- 
owners were asleep in bed when Moore 
awakened them while moving through 
their bedroom. Gerow grabbed his loaded 
handgun, got out of bed, and confronted 
Moore, who said he was “just unlucky” 
when Gerow asked him what he was 
doing in the house. After taking Moore’s 
car keys, Gerow followed Moore outside, 
where Moore got into his truck and locked 
the doors. Gerow had his 13-year-old step- 
son cover Moore with a shotgun while he 
backed his truck up to block Moore in the 
driveway. 

Police got two calls from Gerow’s resi- 
dence that night, one from Gerow’s wife, 
Lindy, who told he dispatcher, “Hurry up 
now, because my husband is fixin’ to shoot 
him,” and the other from Moore as he sat 
in his truck. Moore told the 911 operator, 
“T’m out in the country somewhere. Some 
guy’s got a gun on me. He’s going to come 
shoot me!” The police arrived shortly af- 
terward and arrested Moore after he ad- 
mitted illegally entering the home. Moore 
was charged with burglary of a habitation, 
a second-degree felony, and bail was set 
at $35,000. 


Hands Off the Harley! 


The Wichita Eagle reported that a rural 
homeowner in Sumner County, Kansas, 
confronted an intruder in his garage. 
Chris Streif was awakened early on De- 
cember 12 by a noise coming from the 
garage, but went back to sleep after ev- 
erything seemed fine. Streif again awoke 
a short time later when he heard another 
loud noise. This time, he got up, grabbed 
his .45 handgun, and went to take a closer 
look. He found a burglar in the attached 
garage trying to steal his Harley David- 
son motorcycle. The suspect accidentally 
got the bike stuck between the car and 
the wall and was trying to break it free 


EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


when he woke up the homeowner. Streif 
pointed his gun at the burglar and ordered 
him to stay still while his wife called 911. 
The burglar did not listen to the armed 
homeowner, but instead wiggled out of 
the tight space he was stuck in, charged at 
the homeowner, and punched him hard on 
the jaw. Streif responded by shooting the 
burglar in the upper left torso. Police ar- 
rived on the scene and found the wounded 
man in the garage. The injured suspect was 
flown by Eagle Med helicopter to Wesley 
Medical Center, where he was reported to 
be in stable condition and is expected to 
survive. Streif was prepared for this event 
because his neighbors had been victims of 
burglaries, with various items stolen from 
their property, including all-terrain ve- 
hicles. Streif decided to be prepared and 
have his gun loaded and ready in case he 
also became a burglary victim. Streif ques- 
tioned the mental state of someone who 
feels they can take the property of others. 
“What makes you think you can go into 
somebody’s garage when they’re sleeping 
and just take something?... It just makes 
no sense,” Streif told the Eagle. “It’s a bad 
deal. Is it because of the casino [which just 
opened nearby]? Can I say it’s the econo- 
my? I don’t know. I do know that there’s a 
lot of thieves around here.” 


Home Invasion 
Turned Deadly 


WRAL-TV out of Raleigh, North Caro- 
lina reported that a home invasion turned 
deadly — for the invader. Twenty-four- 
year-old Deyon Durham was found shot 
to death on December 16 by police who 
were investigating an attempted burglary. 
The investigation so far suggests that 
Durham was breaking and entering the 
home when the homeowner shot him. No 
charges have been filed and investigators 
are reviewing the case with the district 
attorney’s office. Authorities did say that 
the deceased suspect had convictions dat- 
ing back to 2005 for “indecent liberties 
with a minor, sexual battery, breaking and 
entering vehicles, larceny and failure to 
register as a sex offender.” 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Typical Response 
to Tragedy 


ITEM: “After each tragedy, including this 
one, some people litter the Internet with 
grotesque suggestions that it would be 
better if everyone (kindergarten teach- 
ers?) were armed,” noted a New York 
Times editorial on December 14, 2012. 
ITEM: “According to the Web site Think- 
Progress, Larry Pratt, the executive direc- 
tor of Gun Owners of America, wasted no 
time trying to pin Friday’s shooting on 
gun control advocates,” wrote Charles 
M. Blow for the New York Times Decem- 
ber 15, 2012. “ThinkProgress quoted a 
statement of his that read, in part: ‘Gun 
control supporters have the blood of little 
children on their hands. Federal and state 
laws combined to ensure that no teacher, 
no administrator, no adult had a gun at 
the Newtown school where the children 
were murdered. This tragedy underscores 
the urgency of getting rid of gun bans in 
school zones.’ 

“Outrageous.” 
Ire: Nicholas D. Kristoff, writing for the 
New York Times December 17, 2012, con- 
tinued the newspaper’s gun-control narra- 
tive: “Likewise, don’t bother with the ar- 
gument that if more people carried guns, 
they would deter shooters or interrupt 
them. Mass shooters typically kill them- 
selves or are promptly caught, so it’s hard 
to see what deterrence would be added by 
having more people pack heat. There have 
been few if any cases in the United States 
in which an ordinary citizen with a gun 
stopped a mass shooting.” 
CORRECTION: On December 14 at Sandy 
Hook Elementary School in Newtown, 
Connecticut, a lone gunman went on a 
shooting rampage that left 20 first-graders 
and six adults dead. The killer — an obvi- 
ously deranged 20-year-old — allegedly 
shot and killed his mother at the home they 
shared before going to the school, where 
the carnage he created finally ended when 
he put a gun to his head and took his own 
life. The Times editorial, posted online on 
the day of the killings, scoffed at the notion 
of having armed adults in schools capable of 
confronting homicidal intruders with some- 
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Tired of this: A man and his nine-year-old son visit a memorial for the victims at Sandy Hook 
Elementary. Again and again shooting sprees happen in the United States where guns for self- 
defense are not allowed — almost never in police stations — yet school officials remain disarmed. 


thing approaching equal force. It did so even 
as the bodies of the 26 victims were being 
removed from the Newtown school, each 
one bearing silent testimony of the supreme 
folly of a law ensuring that the only one who 
would be armed in that building that day 
would be a determined killer who avoided 
locked doors and other security measures by 
shooting his way in through a window. 
The Times editorial and columnists 
quoted above lay claim to the moral high 
ground with their tireless advocacy of 
“sensible” gun control laws. They are, 
after all, trying to save innocent lives. But 
so are those who argue that government- 
mandated gun-free zones put potential 
victims of mass killers in greater danger, 
rather than in the protective bubble of the 
gun opponents’ imaginations. The ques- 
tion then becomes, “Who is correct?” 
Kristoff’s argument about the difficulty 
of deterring a mass murderer who plans 
to take his own life seems to make some 
sense until you stop to think about it. A 
mass killer is by definition one who makes 
multiple victims. In his own depraved 
mind, he can leave this world in a “blaze 
of glory,’ having made history even if he 
is no longer alive to see his name in the 
headlines or his blood-drenched deeds 


dominating the TV newscasts. He is typi- 
cally attracted to locations where he may 
be reasonably certain of no armed opposi- 
tion to end his shooting spree before he 
has built an impressive body count. 

There is, of course, no way of count- 
ing the number of times potential killers 
have been deterred by the likelihood that 
one or more of his intended victims would 
be armed. There is no database of crimes 
uncommitted. And those who stop killings 
in progress never get the media attention 
the mass murderers do. But it is a proven 
fact that people have used guns to stop 
killers intent on committing mass mur- 
ders. While researching an article about 
the July 20, 2012 massacre in an Aurora, 
Colorado, movie theater, TNA writer Bob 
Adelmann came across a little known 
and soon forgotten story of an incident in 
that same city just three months earlier. A 
gunman killed a woman when he opened 
fire on a crowd in a church parking lot. 
He would no doubt have killed others but 
for the quick response of Antonio Milow, 
an off-duty Denver police officer and a 
nephew of the woman killed. Milow shot 
and killed the gunman, Kiarron Parker, 
29, who had recently been released from 
an Oklahoma prison after serving time 
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for assaulting two police officers. Nearly 
everyone remembers the slaughter at the 
movie theater that killed 12 and wounded 
58. Few can recall the mass murder pre- 
vented in the church parking lot — if they 
ever heard about it all. 

Ernesto Villagomez shot and killed two 
men and wounded two people at Players 
Bar and Grill in Winnemucca, Nevada, in 
May of 2008. When he stopped to reload, a 
Reno resident with a concealed carry permit 
shot and killed Villagomez before he could 
fire again. Humboldt County District Attor- 
ney Russell Smith determined the shooting 
by the Reno man was justifiable homicide. 

In Colorado Springs in December of 
2007, a multiple killing at New Life Church 
was cut short when Jeanne Assam, a vol- 
unteer security guard, opened fire on a 
gunman who had just shot and killed two 
members of the congregation. 

Former Appalachian Law School 
student Peter Odighizuwa attacked the 
Grundy, Virginia, law school, where he 
shot and killed three people and wounded 
three others on January 16, 2002. Two stu- 
dents with guns of their own confronted 
and disarmed him as he was leaving the 
building, possibly to seek more victims. 

A Parker Middle School dance at Nick’s 


Pigs 
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Place restaurant in Edinboro, Pennsylvania, 
in 1998 turned deadly when 14-year-old 
Andrew Wurst shot and killed a teacher and 
wounded another teacher and two students 
before Nick’s Place owner James Strand 
confronted Wurst with a shotgun. Strand 
forced the youth to drop his gun and then 
held him at gunpoint until police arrived. 

In 1997, Luke Woodham, 16, was flee- 
ing from the campus of Pearl High School 
in Mississippi, where he had just killed 
two students and wounded seven, when 
Vice Principal Joel Myrick stopped the 
getaway by pointing his Colt .45 at the 
windshield of the car Woodham was driv- 
ing. Woodham crashed into Myrick’s car 
and surrendered when the school official 
put his gun to the killer’s head. Woodham 
was reportedly on his way to the town’s 
junior high school to claim more victims 
when he was stopped. 

In the gun-free zone at Columbine High 
School in Colorado, by contrast, no one in 
the school was able to stop two teenage 
killers, who strolled through the corridors 
and classrooms one April day in 1999, 
killing 13 people and wounding two dozen 
more, while a SWAT team waited outside. 
The killing ended only when the shooters 
took their own lives. 


AP Images 


Fable: Gun control advocates repeatedly and untruthfully claim that citizens with guns never stop 
shooting sprees. But it happens with some frequency, such as when Joel Myrick (above) stopped 
Luke Woodham’s shooting spree in Pearl, Mississippi. 
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At Virginia Tech in 2007, a student 
went on a killing spree, leaving 32 dead 
and 17 wounded in what remains the larg- 
est school shooting in U.S. history. Shortly 
after the killings Newsmax.com published 
an interview with Lieutenant Col. David 
Grossman, a West Point instructor and 
author of On Killing: The Psychological 
Cost of Learning to Kill in War and So- 
ciety. Grossman questioned the safety of 
students at colleges and universities where 
even campus police are not armed. 

“The killer can be deterred,’ Gross- 
man said. “That is why there are seldom 
any successful workplace massacres in 
police stations.” Many universities, he 
observed, have populations equivalent in 
size to small cities. “Any city leadership 
that refused to arm their cops, and then had 
people murdered, would be out of business 
at the next election,’ Grossman said. Re- 
fusing to allow concealed carry permits to 
apply on campus, he added, is to “disarm 
law-abiding citizens and attract killers 
who want a body count.” 

Journalists pushing gun bans are not 
necessarily opposed to arms for their own 
protection. The late syndicated columnist 
Carl Rowan, a staunch advocate of strict 
gun control, used a handgun to defend 
himself against an intruder at his Wash- 
ington, D.C., home in 1988. Possession of 
handguns was illegal at the time under a 
District of Columbia law, since ruled un- 
constitutional by the U.S. Supreme Court. 
The incident was something of an embar- 
rassment for Rowan, who had called for a 
federal ban on the manufacture, sale, and 
possession of handguns, except for police 
and military personnel. 

Perhaps the editors of the New York 
Times, viewing with disdain the “litter” 
on the Internet of “grotesque” calls for 
armed adults in the schoolhouse, have no 
guns of their own. Chances are, though, 
they wouldn’t want to advertise that their 
homes are “gun-free zones.” That might 
be inviting trespass by persons of criminal 
intent, putting the occupants at risk — like 
the risk that proved fatal for 20 children 
and six adults at Sandy Hook School in 
Newtown, Connecticut. 

— JACK KENNY 
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BY JOHN F. MCMANus 


From Arab Spring to Arab Fall 


when the attack in Ben- 

ghazi occurred. There 
should at very least have been 
warnings that there might be 
trouble on the anniversary of 
the deadly 9/11 assault visited 
on New York’s Twin Tow- 
ers and the Pentagon. It was 
hardly a secret that militant 
Islamists tied to al-Qaeda, 
such as those who hijacked 
the airliners and caused so 
many deaths on America’s 
East Coast, had become a 
force in Libya. 

U.S. Ambassador to Libya 
Christopher Stevens, killed 
with three other Americans during the attack, had spent part of 
that fateful day meeting with the consul general from Turkey. 
He reportedly had traveled to Benghazi from his ambassadorial 
headquarters in Tripoli and was conferring with the Turkish of- 
ficial about ways to get weapons into the hands of Syrian rebels 
seeking to topple the Syrian government led by Bashar al-Assad. 
The weapons would be delivered through Turkey. 

But no special alert had been given Stevens and the other 
Americans at the embassy in Tripoli. Late that day (about 9:40 
p.m. Benghazi time), the building falsely referred to as a “con- 
sulate” came under attack. Ambassador Stevens and information 
officer Sean Smith were killed in that first attack. A rescue team 
from the CIA annex about a mile away took the surviving staff to 
the annex by about 11:00 p.m. Then the annex came under heavy 
attack, including mortar rounds. Navy Seals Tyrone Woods and 
Glen Doherty were killed. Susan Rice, U.S. ambassador to the 
UN, quickly blamed the incident on the release of a privately 
created anti-Islam film produced in California. It wasn’t a ter- 
rorist attack, claimed Rice, only some rogue individuals seeking 
revenge because of the film. That completely flawed explanation 
led the heavily criticized and somewhat embarrassed Rice to 
withdraw as a candidate for the post of secretary of state being 
vacated by Hillary Clinton. President Obama also cited the same 
absurd reason for the attack, especially during his September 18 
appearance on the David Letterman Show. 

What was the attack all about, and who perpetrated it? These 
became the prime questions. Part of the answer seems to be 
that Ambassador Stevens was carrying out an assignment as a 
liaison to and a supplier of weaponry for Syrian rebels. By the 
end of the Gadhafi regime in Libya (October 2011), the country 
was awash in weapons, some supplied by France, some by the 
United States, and even more stockpiled by the Gadhafi govern- 
ment. The assignment given Stevens was to shift some of those 
weapons through Turkey to the Syrian rebels. But al-Qaeda op- 
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eratives in Libya wanted them 
for their own use, even for 
being the supplier to al-Qae- 
da in Syria. Hence, the attack 
that cost the lives of Stevens 
and three others. 

This, of course, is far 
from the explanations given 
by the U.S. government and 
the special panel assembled 
to find out what really hap- 
pened. As with so many other 
high-level investigations of 
headline-grabbing incidents, 
some of which even involve 
loss of lives, this latest panel 
— led by longtime Washing- 
ton insider Thomas Pickering 
— covered up any arms-transfer dealings and blamed the death 
of the four Americans on faulty security, reliance on an unde- 
pendable Libyan militia, and a failure to provide the additional 
guards requested by Ambassador Stevens. Nothing was said in 
the panel’s report about why Stevens was in Benghazi and why 
he had met with the Turkish official. 

In the wake of the panel that included former chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff Admiral Mike Mullen and others, four 
State Department officials resigned or were ousted. They in- 
cluded Assistant Secretary of State for Diplomatic Security Eric 
J. Boswell and Deputy Assistant Secretary of State Raymond 
Maxwell. These men were hounded out of office for not guar- 
anteeing the safety of the now-deceased Americans. There was 
no criticism by the well-publicized panel of Secretary of State 
Hillary Clinton, who temporarily escaped testifying before Con- 
gress by fainting and claiming a concussion. 

Looking back, it is certain that the United States helped the 
Libyan rebels oust Gadhafi with monetary aid and even air sup- 
port. Libya has now become increasingly controlled by anti- 
American, anti-Western Islamic extremist forces, certainly in- 
cluding al-Qaeda. The same result is about to happen in Syria 
— but this time with aid that is more carefully hidden. Admitting 
that Ambassador Stevens and the other victims of the September 
11 attack were working to transfer arms to the Syrian rebels 
would open the United States to worldwide scorn, and constitute 
admission that the administration had even broken a law or two. 
Hence the focus on lack of security at the Benghazi consulate. 

The loser in the deadly episode is the American people, whose 
rogue government has no intention of minding its own busi- 
ness. The real winner is al-Qaeda. Already a force in Libya, it 
will soon duplicate its ascendancy in Syria as soon as Assad 
is forced to leave or is eliminated. The so-called Arab Spring 
that is supposed to be replacing dictatorial governments with 
Western-style freedom has become an Arab Fall. 
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Foundations: Their Power and Influence 
Renee A. Wormser examines some of America’s most powerful tax-exempt 
foundations; their actions, as opposed to their stated purposes; the 
interlocking groups of men who run them; and their influence on the 
country at large. First published in 1958. (1993ed, 412pp, pb, $19.95) BKFPI 


Dollars & Sense 

Dollars & $ense, by John E McManus, is an excellent tool for teaching 
Americans about the nature of money and how to solve inflation. Given the 
current economic crisis, it is a must-see! 

Sleeved DVD (2008, 48min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea;50-99/$0.75ea; 
100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDDAS 

Cased DVD (2008, 48min, 1/$5.95; 10-24/$4.95ea; 25-49/$3.95ea; 50-99/$2.95ea; 
100-249/$2.25ea; 250+/$1.75ea) DVDDASC 

Audio CD (2008, 42min, 1/$1.00; 25/$20.00; 50/$37.50; 100/$70.00) CDDAS 
Booklet (2009, 40pp, pb, 1/$2.95ea; 10/$2.00ea; 25/$1.50ea; 50/$1.00ea; 
100+/$0.75ea) BKLTDAS 


The Law 


Frederic Bastiat, in his classic exposé of socialism and communism as “lawful 
plunder, ” explains the fundamental principles involved in determining the 
proper scope of government. It also explains socialist fallacies. (2007ed, 74pp, 
pb, $4.95) BKL 
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THE SHADULS 


The Shadows of Power 
Author James Perloff exposes the subversive roots and global 
designs of the Council on Foreign Relations (CFR). Passed off 
as a think-tank, this group is the “power behind the throne,” 
with hundreds of top government officials drawn from its 
ranks. The book traces CFR activity from the Wilson to 
Reagan administrations. (201 1ed, 273pp, pb, $10.95) BKSOP 


Man, Freedom, & Government 
An enhanced remake of Ezra Taft Benson’s 1968 filmstrip 
classic, this DVD provides a roadmap for restoring our 
freedoms and rights. 

Sleeved DVD (2005, 24min, 1/$1.00ea; 11-20/$0.90ea; 
21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 
1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDMFGPS 

Cased DVD (2005, 24min, $5.95) DVDMFG 


The Creature From Jekyll Island 
G. Edward Griffin unmasks the secrets behind the 
manipulation of our nation’s money supply by providing an 
insider’s look at how the Federal Reserve came into being and 
how it controls the value of the dollar. (2010, 5th ed, 608pp, pb, 
$22.95) BKCFJI 
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JBS.org Mail completed form to: OBC O 
ShopJBS * P.O. BOX 8040 
. APPLETON, WI 54912 5 
Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org on ol] 
Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 1 -800-342-6491 Order Online 
Name 
Address 
WIRESIDENTS ADD —_SHIPPING/HANDLING Cit State Zi 
SUBTOTAL 5% SALES TAX (SEE CHART BELOW) TOTAL y P 
For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. Q) Check O VISA O Discover eres ze 
Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping QC) Money Order (©) MasterCard O American Express MiSs Anacan Bes 
$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 Standard: 4-14 mene Tone 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 business days. Make checks payable to: ShopJBS 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 Rush: 3-7 business 
$50.00-99.99 $13.75 $18.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, # Exp. Date 
$100.00-149.99 $15.95 $20.95 HI/AK add $10.00 
150.00 Il Il : 
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CONSULTANTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 


Specializing in Tax Deductions for Dental Practices * Post Office Box 7007 * Porter Ranch, CA 91327 


